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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY 


Far i III- Sir. 


% fttfttft) ftt? ftlftqrt ft ftfa ft Pfr ff^r 1993 a fftT ftnfcT tor* ft ffttot ft nt Ft ftt ^ 

W2JT ftt? 2002 ft fftftN fftF FF NT1 FZRN ft 3TFJTO 1993 ft TOf ftt TOfaft ftt FFT F? fftn NT ftft 

f^r fftF nt fft srt ftfttfra ftt i sifta 1999 ft)? Frrft fr TOnft #fr 1 rtr ft fttfttft ft ?ftfti, Iftfft ift 

^TRT TO'iJ, F?cT ?RFR ft ?FF RF ?tfttNR FfftFT RTF? ftt ftt : 

2. 2005 ft TO?£T fftq TOJ TTTFF R? NTTF^Fi OT^f ft, ftfttftt A ftt? ?Fftt ftt Ffftftr FAN 

Rft | ftt? II ft fcRJ WR R?]oT fftq RTF) FT TORT fftF NT! ftftftft) ftt ?jfxTcT fftF ART NT fft TRTtiftcT RAjeF 

f^TT ^31 F ft 2005 ftt 3#?]RF ft FR, FfftfftFT, 1963 ftt NRT 42 ft 3T#3 FfftRTCT FAft ft FTOt 

$ %RTA, Iff FfftFFT F>ft ft FTTOA ft feTR FF FTOF ft ART RaRft RRT fftR R^ tftrfttA F?T?t ft ftjfftlF RTO) 
RR 9)|4qi^ F^t <6^1! | HccH ftt TO' ftt RjfxTcT fftTO ART NT fft TO FpFfRF R?Fft ft jftfftF ?]fftTT v fti $ (jifttA <ft 
fcTq ft Act clHId 3TTNTfftr R?t R>) ftt NnftTO ARIA FFT ftt? TOFT ftt TO 3#FR RRT % A ftft f^jfftcT ftt J ft 
3fttFTO R?t ft fttcR ftftATcH Ft | 

3. RoH ft y td IA fftFF 28 ftiTTF? 2005 FT 'FgFT ?JTOft 4 rR 2007 Ft FTftfftcT ftt ftt AR RR ATTefpT* A 
*L? 5^ c '^ ( T[' J tt FAfttn vlftl?fT TO F7ARTA ft AFT HTtef FT 3Ti7 RRTTeRf 4 FR^T F f>fa qt RF cPTTin 

^ qiRd f^RT NT I FxR ^ TO H ^cf f^RT NT f^> Fp tfttftReT ^ TTTN TORt fqTO-f^t ^ TO 

3TOT-^ TOT^TOfcT FRFTJ ?TOR ^ Mn fcTATT TOT NT TO TO> 'TOFT TOR Nlfe'R nRI uRdT t 3tt< 
fI^RTOT TO Ptom F?t PR! TOTT t, TO TO FTTOT TOT7, RTT F rftN ^F^ftTOft ft NTO ITlfftTOTO TOT Ylftqft F 
Nftftf, eTFT TOT] | 

4.1. TON TO fftFTF 26 Eft 2009 TOT ?TT mfftFTO 'ft F>TRT fTOl TOTT NT fft fttftftcT ft ftqfttq ft) F\ft 

Ft TOTtfftF 3ft? TOTF FTOT FR pRTft ^FFt ft TiTN FRT7 FT '^FTO TOftt^T 7TO 01.03.2002 ft TO] ft Tift I 

4.2. TO fftftF 4 TjJF 2009 TO, 'Mft Ft fftRFT F?T TOT NT 

(i) . OTTO 1985 ft ftftfftt ftR ftftTO ft ftftf FRR ft TO TO NT fft TOfFd Fift TOR FTO! 

TOTOPf TOAfrf ft ft ftftfftcT fftq OTT TTFcT ft | TOft TOTTO, Ftft ^JFFT TRft'^TT N^ T 
FRft ft feTq FTR ft fttft TTRNFT Aft ft | 

(ii) . ftft ftftfteT TOTft ft fFftt TOTTFl ft fcTT] W 1 # Tft ft S?T ft, ^nfftn TOTO TOFfci ft TRoR vT : AicT 

nft fftro ft Trftnr i 

(iii) . y^TO^fftftfftr Fftt ft fern fftrtfom ftoft to rfr-fr ftto fat nffterm ^feftR]- ^ fI^trn ft 

nnpftn ftot ft i ftfttft ft 'ft to nft ft ii ft ton Tjftro nft f. i ft) qft f) ttof Frrft fr 

TOftfftcl Ftft ft feTT ?RT FftNFTOT ft 3RjfttT Fxft TTTO fttftt TlftTO F?ft ft tftq cRj^f fftr Ffft ft] 
TTOTfftcT TORT ft fftq fttft TOTn FifftfN Tft ftft ft | 

4.3. ^ TO fftTTF 5 0£N 2009 FRT :RT yrftTFTOT Ft TO ftfft'd ft TO NNI NT fft TJtfft F'ftx 3 FTOT! 1965 ft hk, 21 
Ft ^dftlF Fft) ft ft’s'el ftt TOFT fftq Tq Ft^Flft Ft FNTT ft leFTT NT I ftftftt ft T]RT WTfftFTOI ft 3RjftN fORi! N, 
(ft ftftqel ft fftn fftNtfftd ^NF TOT Ft fttftft) TOT3Tt3fR ft Tic TFT FT fft ftft ftftqF ft NPtt TOift - FFl) TORSI TOR 
ftn ftftftcf TOR offt Fftro ftftft ft fftq TOlUftFR Ti’HR. «npTviT§"«) OTTfft - TTFTFN NfftlF ft feTft T-INT eTO .. c:7F; 
Fqft fftro Fiq i 

4.4. ftftfti Ft TO ftp IF 27 N,dlft 2009 ^RT TO ftfftcT fft^j '.:.;[ Ni fft TOFi' TgfcNuj TOF FA) q : ft .;■/... 

RoR FI ftt FI I Ft ft TOTTO ftlftlqF TO fttf RlNTOTF TOT'ft, Fpft T-aSTOT TPTRf ofR FHftft ?Jcftt ft) TOift ..•" v ,,,;■■ 
fftftFT FT ft 1 ftftqF ft FT ft TO TOftN iftqT «* r .gj rr ( ]ft ^ TO <m fft TOT fttfttcO-fttUft;cl <rR: ' ! -| - ; , 
FTON 1985 Ft IFftfF F^ft ^ Ff^TFfft Ft TORT ieH7 Fift F RR ^7T 'TRFR FT SFjfttFT UTO (F’r -Rn "• , 

4 5. ^fft-TT FfEtFRt ftt FTOT feN] vjffft ftt fttfttct FT “i 1 r T'tf |T ftC|r' * -t n-r . ., 

FTTOeFT FT FF fftNT NT fuRTft FFet ft FcTpF Ft f<FT v; . ■ . t't r; re .ft] evi, - v . ; 





im m—4] 


FTCF TOT FTOFS : 3TOWH 


•FTFTTOF A FtA?T fAFTTO 8 FJtoA 2009 At AA W TOfATOFS At 3TAfAT At F^ At I F? At «K1WI *TFT FT ^ ^ 5 

g-^rs TAfto 26 *A 2009 A toff toft% fA f$ A f^ t AA toff A wtr f 

fAro-fArA f£T fAFT t! 

46 TO%I 3 #m usi =qwr?ra $ anfci ft=rra> a «pS 2009 £ spR ?h snf&^ ^ ^ ot^t 5n#ra 
•JI-1 U«|;I 1 * 1 ; .,11-1 'ft £ iftwt: TO llM ifSt 3R& ^ ^ TOI^ '^H *1 ^ * t^ 

At TO^AfFF FtoA f I 

5 1 iM^t A TOtA TOT fAFTTO 13 TO^ 2009 A 3T&fR FTO TOTF1TOF A FtAt fAlA 8 F/TO^ 2009 At Act 
<ft\>jt 3 ^ arj-ta *t m ft cii 3*3 ?|4 ^ ^ ^ wntfim fr3T smj afa 5 ^ $ W33> WJ 
^FFF FTRAt^FT 7SF 1 FfA 2002 A FFtA A fA I 

5 2 tf|rfr£t At FBR TO fFFTTO 27 FRilA 2009 1TTF F? fAFT TOT FT fA S ^VA ^ ^ ^ 

^F TOTf^T F* TOFF TOFTfAl fA sff WF, AAAT afa ?TOFA A Aft WFR W# A McT FR At I * 

^qfetT ^ ^ FFF<TF TO? MAt TOFT A ?F TOfAFTOF At FBTFFT A Ar TOFF 3^TO F%F FFt FFTTOF « A 

TFF Fett TOPTR A fA?AfAt WcTTF 4lfecl FRA At FTOT? At F^ At I 


5 3 ifpftA n TO fAFTO 19 TOFFT 2009 gTF FAT 3FTf&F 4FlM A fAff 3TTOT ^^ 14 9^d A^TT 91T I AAA A 
TO fATT^ 25 TOTO 2009 £NT ^ ^TOTAs $ M ^ ^ t WTO A fA^ ^FTOc( f- 


(i) . 

(ii) . 

(iii) . 

(iv) . 

(v) . 

(vi) . 

(vii) . 


(viii). 
(ixj. 


^-AFTT ^ F. I (TO^t-l) A f^J TT?^ 1 3 TAt 1999 A TTO Ttf^cT TO F ^TH TO WTO ITOTT TOT f I 
Vl WIlf^cf F?fTTO A lef^ y^e4> PlAf^fd TO dFTcT TOTT yfrTdFT 3TOTO TO 11 
T TTOfr„ 1 ^ ^pr fttTfftcT 4^ fAroi TOR TOFRf TOAfAf (?Wt) gRT TTJTO TOlfAr TO A H 
A TOTTO ^0 39.20 dTTO yfrf FT? WTlfAf f^FT TOT 11 

eTTTOt cA TOTFT A f^J. WIST ^ TO f^TR fA ^T TOT 11 M 3TTOTO TTO TOTF At TOT^ 

mRiRM A 3TO A oTOR to totA-i ^ wAm fArr to 11 

eTTTOt At TOFTT A fcTF, TO>A-1 ^T TO%TcT TOFt At 1.5 fAcTTO TO AcTcpf 3TTOT 4RTO .’ ’'A&ld 
toA, A A TOT A, fcFTT TOT t i 

irrpA-1 A FTF^ccp At WTT A fcTF, TOTTF TOtTOT ?RTO Af A fcTF fAAfTOd ^ ■ f ' ;: ' 1 

faw TOT 11 , ,-, 

AA AA^T AA 3iA toA a 3tMAp fAA A stTO Ato f toftotAt T; 
toAtoT to fA to? tot t, if #roA to ftoTf fA fAr? otA A AA Fid tototo 
to toto to^p A fAro? fAro tot 1 1 

Tort toto A Atot to totof to ftottft A toff toto ^i Atro fft t i 
(TT^_ 1 ^ rAto FTO toAto toA A fA? wAAcT TOTOJdP fAdFq t~ 


toA At ftft 

TOFfe A feR ETTC^ F>f (^0 A) 


1.4.1999 to 
31.03.2002 

1.4.2002 to 
31.03.2005 

1.4.2005 to 
31.3.2008 

1.4.2008 A 
TOA 

5 cTRsf TTTO 

65.00 1 

71.50 : 

78.61 

86.52 

5-1 0 TOTS' 

55.00 

60.50 ! 

48.40 

53.24" 

10-15 TOFT 

40.00 

44.00 

48.40 ' 

53.24 

15 TORS A FATO 

25.00 1 

27.50~1 

_J 

30.25 

33.28 


(x). FF^TOT A RpAl F9TA-II A ffATO TOt A TOTTO 11 

(xj). ofAT-'I f toAff totoA A fTOr AAf ^tff fnAtjft AAA itot toftAtt fA fAro fft 11 
ttfiA, toff f AtotfA A toff TAfi t fA fA At totft At A A tot ftf fAtto A toA fito A 

3TTTOFTOTT TO TAfTT TO?A ^ TOfAp FTOfFF FlAA^FT fAftfAt toA TO fA?R fAFT TOR t 
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M’ak! Ill Si, 41 


(xii). 


^ ^ ^ 3W ^ m ^ ^ ^ ^ Wg-tfa $ OTft ^ ft cfF iret 

W ^ ^ SfFOT £ f?TC! HR CTif. ^ftl ftsjfit ij WTR[ TOHi TR <RFff qin? 

qsR ift sRjcT ffTT 3ih WTRI TORT OH <T?} foRRT TTHR 1 % qf qnd I 

54 ' ^ fefSS 19 ^ 2009 <fl 4 falUR 2009 ift 5Rpp w if it ttfto W 

yil mra if w 19 aro 2009 ark 25 otto 2009 <jci T3« tMtjh ift oo^tert if fW orfftir fty 


a TfWKor ^ ira fcpp is 3?^ 2009 gnr M# if sremr tr art tM^rat * *1 una fen#mT orwtof 

If 19 3HRJIR 20091ft *tta ift OTTf^T ift ^ 9ft | <Mlja ^ (Mitol 3^ ITTO Mctt 5RI T9 ffiro 1 , 




g>.ft. 

ftlteftl fcdfrroi 

sri R^tt w uidR 

1. 

Mkv vi Mil ft gR ft fftgTg f fft ut^ki 

ftjftft jrjrp ftfttfftd fftdTfftftftf 

^ arjfiR t^^Rna Ejftt dg rete urt yfftREi rirr 
dg t\ 

S^eep WlltRT ft fen's’ y^lc) ftrftfftd TJuft tR RTdd 
^ett ftcTpmr Rimfkr t fttfft ftrRnftf ft 

3TdTIR 11 

2. 

4l4Ml 44 R^d'd^l ft Rg '[g jftfft^ RdRJR RETdf 
ftf ^ dRdT gETT ftk gajcfR gRRnftf gg 
dftRT ftf ftdT ftfdTI RdcgR RETdf gft 

^rfercT ggft ftf ggftd^fft RtfftRTdgg ftfg tinfftp 
dlfftftl RETd ft fftdgR gg 3Tdftd 

d^f 11 (dgTgdgd: ,3TR 13 gaft ft dftftRT ft 
ft UftRT daft ft Mc^duR tfEcf|XT“cR ga| gft 

3R5TT RgTgT f fft ftfftK?R 'Fgg ^f 3Tdft gaf dg Rftf 
^^leH ^ f | 

yfo'neft A Rv^ i\y 3Rlri|gT RFTft ft ^ d^? 

<1 ai Mil feci infftB ^gt ft ftti; in; sn<T>^t <r omnftn ; 

fl 

3TTTRT5T dMId TFJ^f Told ft TTftR ft t 3fk 

dRdT t fft ^PT MRdleH dedd gRT 3Rmr i 

^ $ ddfteJdT gRT TETRd fftdT dddT f j ^fft 
ft ERT 13 gal a|, ^dftn' 3TgRTaT RFTd ftt Wd ; 
did ft ddTfftd fftdT ddT 11 

3. 

4)4idi ^t 3in ^ rmci m<m Ek 

f^rf^?f ykEkP pit 1 ici 3ik <A '^Ljfkr «raf 

^ eft 7^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

7FI 11 

ftft^el ftl 3fH ft dRd d^ePN gRT fftftRd dlftftd) ! 
RTdd gd d^p ft fftgfcrq ft ft^ ftdTftdT dft t dftlft j 
dRfftap dk dd dgTfftftt-dldT dd ^dft fkd ftppd ftf , 
d^ aft | 

4. 

Mftlcl n HNchdR 'E <P^ dMlrl) \3<1l^x! u ld: 

SEJRftR cpj Y^R^TcT, -fERT ^ftcR ; 3 ^ k=ft 4T] 
tR f^R f^qj t 

^ yiflRlch ^ g 3 ^ A mTTfkcT ^Tft 

fifRT vJTT RcpR | 

avPdkN ft T<sR<aig ftdgT dgftd, kft dd ddftd 
dR^ ft ftdfft cTFTd ftijft ddTd ft dRdldd ft ftgET A 
^RejiRci ftf d^ # aik ?ft dftl gaft ft ikd ddTd Pid 
ft ddlfufd fftdi ddr 11 

! 

1 

5. 

WtcE A ReilRjld Ijvft tR yfridR eft 18 nfrl^lcf 3lk 

16 wfa^lcl tR f^?R ftRT f ^fff?p 

PTW t| RPTPT cfk Tf 12 yRT^Id ^ft cppft 

^r^fd | 3fk dRd OT Vi dFTcft A 

3T^Flkd t dR cTFTd 3TPTlkrT 

3pfl^d ftRT W f | 

2007 d<P 18 dfrlaid tf+lft gT4 16 dfft^Td gft yield Id g? ! 
^SRdftR?TTfftft?ft ft 3EfdR t 3ik ^dd? fftgTg d^t | 
"pHl dlR^' | 

6 . 

ktkTcf) llkk'cl zft ^Tnft c^ sRTeR tft %T RRl 

eft §R5T dd W^?T 3TTdR dTt 11 d? ?R?T RTT T^TT 

3.8/1985 ^1 krf^Td ?dRRt 3T2TTd 
3fk ^ ^ ^ 

^TFTd ?Tdf 1R cTF^ 1%dT ^RTT 2TT 3fR oRRET 

25 eftf ^ grJRR A t | dRRt ^ RT^ ftd ^ft 

^ #d ^pft Wl ftd dTT^ cp Riy 

^rkt wfr r ^rrj ( RnTfR 3f^ ^rr 

T dH^eRI ?T^ fcfPlR cp fd^ H^rcjl^} cpRqj f j 

^dfeR, ^ ^ ^cHI qR^n ijft cR? ^ TR^f 3fR 
3T^cPi4 f | 

ftTET 3lk 3ffk^d dTdl ft 3RTR A, 31.3.1999 ftt 

3iyo4£1 PTEId ft^i Mold ft dgdd ft ftlE t 3lk gft 

gdft ftl4 ftdRdl g^lf ^ (ft qs| cp| gRcoiidd dorH 

3TaRTr ftdfftg ga| gRT dgffteT fftgT dTTdT 1 1 

5ldlfft ftft^d ftk ^Pgft 3TeTd—3Tefd ddg ft gaftfftd 
ft'ft ^ ^ Tdg gftft gepi^qr ft ftgRTdH | ftk 

ftftRl ft gkft dftRP ddJTgftt ft felft REE gft ft ftg 
EdlddT Rift ftf ftfRm ftf f | 

31.03.1999 gft Pidifuid ftjff ftTgTdftfftd dTfftp ftftf ft 
'RRP ft d? RETTkd 1 1 

M% gft fftddT Wft gft WIT ft. fftgdfR dkdTRR 



[^TFT HI_ ^ojirg 4] TTTOq : SRFTW 1 ! 


1 

1 

PliilRrlct ijvjfl felRsiCl cfA R)?l9 TO it ’HKCf 

^RtfiR to MR^jVunr ^ fen? ^ PtRRia 

fcfSTJ \5TT% # £2TH if R# |T? RRnftcT \jfl^ # 

vj1>4hVcT t | 

M# # faRFIT FT# WTT i, 

M^tiTeH # eTFTcT ?#tef t1 P)«4 u l RFTcf, W*M 
cTHTcT 4> ft# <£ TO if 6# TO R?q*ci, yTcRIHt 
% STeFT# Rpt t^TT WcTT t1 

tfrte ^ 3rnt q? 3T5#r # f^JT t % ^ R*ft 
R#f# efT# <Mcft TO Wkl TO it # ^it 
(tMv ef <fRR ^ 3T$?TR f#fftcf # ftRTCT F# $> 
feR TO 8566.00 cTR£ 3d *T# tt ’fTTTH TO tp>T 
t) it ^fRT t, g##[ MW TO # ftRTCT M 
# TOJcft it f#j #t 3tfc 3T1KIR dt! t1 

3ttfi# d#R 315# 02.08.2015 #t u# TO TORT 
3fft TORR TO #f 3TOTT t #M it #t 

to^ttor #f arrm t1 

# RRm rffef # Rt t 3fR Ft ^ 
t ^RTpfr ^ 3TeFT-^ cRJ? ^ ^ 

^i Rg£f qf#IeHt ti ## Rtt cfFTcT ?n1^ t 3fR 

Pfch^ui rptr rffR #f 11 

#t ftRFTI qHR cR|ef ’Ttt ^ 4141^d ^ 

fate ^ w if, 1 # qaf f^Rmr q^Rt 

^ feiq ^0 85.66 cfRfe qq T# tt ^RTH cfR ^ t, 
3tRfRRR^ tl q^f #3 $ fefq <#fecf ^tf W t, 
xftM 3RJ \3M#4rl|3ff ^ # ^eff ^RTT 

ullff 7#TTI 

7. 

tfttf# i #t TOST cTFIcT TO RdR <5# it 

# if TOT t ! TOnJ TO i TOT RPC, 

ifett it TOf#T R»ft TOST RTTOTt <ftt TOTcTT 

# ?ft RF TOTTO i i# #TT, 'IwH # TORI 

qftfttor q#rri# ^ ti w&K. toift 

qftfiM it tj#ct ftoft it 3HRR to qri to ?nfr 

f#R fiTO TO RTOTT t TOT TOH 3?T TO$°f 
'ifclfilM # feR?T TO^ 1 TOITO”!#, iWttt # ^ 
^ ^ RcRf W RIFft t 3f^T 

JURIST cTRTcff ^ ft# # vRf 

qfcif^ftT ^ yniRiia ^tp) # urrcT t i 

RRRT q?f WIT ^ foHki, 4McTl A Mold ^ TOH 
qftftW ^ TjRfd 8IR ^ 3TP3R ^R ^#t-1 ^ FTlf^T 
Rjft ^fURIST apff # feRIT 11 

MctH TO ofclftRiqf f: 
wff ye'RH 
qfd tfqRtd 
yRdleH 
tm<i! WR 

^4d qf7#fedf if qaRT # #f qftftfiRJT rffR ti 
^ftn*, R#f sraRier cfmt qt ^r#fd #f ^ fcfq 
ffMjcKi qfftftM ^ 3rra ^ simr q>f wf^m 

form w 11 

8. 

i 

i 

RFRT # ^RHT cfr f^R tp# ^T yf'Wd 1.5 MeW 

<RT yft# f#n W tl ^Rdf4 ^ Rm RRH f^ 
ipr <^1^# if # RR# tr cPT 31TEIR 

dtt f^RT W tl q# qTf WRRT # ^STcTI#, 

v5d1K4>cll 8ff^ 7RT3 mR^IcRT cRTT 3l«flltfrf 3TPjM R 
f^U ^RTT tl FI TOm <jRrf t 3lfq^T 2 

ftfcRH ^ MRd toT RTP? 1 

qR#q RaH ^ 'i'k* ^. 1 

^ feR 1.5 ^ RJReR R7 f#R f^tT t- 

pj). tfpfpR # 5RRTT - 1.0 

(#. RTpnfr q^"H - 2.0 

W|Hc 1H ^gp: (# ^ (^) ^ 3 ^ T - 15 

VHcfftftq 

9. 

Uld^RP # WTT ^ f#J, RRH ydfviH dlel «ll^J 
?r«r a# ^ ftiq RdlRia ^ R toR toT ^ 
tl To feK ftRJT W tl 'fr'KT 

yqEH #7 ^ RsTRIR ^ HIHc^ ^ #t 

"f^g qt qqT #t tl ^ 

cr yf'c^rf HHlcfl ^ ’ft yRTR ^ RRT #t ’# 

qq tl 

qR#q qRT ^ "Mf#r gi#' if ?#rR t 

«# ^ fiiq Pm'lRici ^pfr 
# c^ 4rr 3pq qf#qfuRir ^ feiq 

# - gr^^/qTrnf ^ptr i >ip TO 

W v3'fedfec1 3t 4Nv>p iffiff^d TO f^TO # ^Rff 
TTf^j^f^mt ^ fcR PfyfRict gi# # hih i r# # 

PRRcT tl 

10. 

Wliq if qcPR # qlrlftw ^T ^T#T 

qtt q># ^ ttt q# 8iKlRd vWR 1^1 H !R 

RTO 03.08.1985 SKI, MKt4tt MaH ^ m1m\c1 # 
TO it 3RpfcT tf t R> ^ ieR ^f#T3t M 
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felR W 11 NT 4 ^ T MtTeI 3lk kFftk <i> vTOFUf k4J f^TT 4FcfcR/qTfq eTT^Tf $ MRFi V qqqf j 

^ W 3.8.1985 we wr t fo WTTrfkcI %FT ErTHg | gxTAl <T«|? ?i q«R sl'<I FFTi | 

^ 'Scrck afk fW 'A) ms, arftralkrT *>q gtaafi cm ^ t\ tst <? i s^feiy. j 

k 3IF4T FlFf F, qqqf 4> qfArg’1 fojq qqqT £Ri ofpicf qit szqq q trtt ^ I 

i ftffici t gqq kt fkFqki ifttfktf qq I I 

f 3fk TT^N qcxTT fS# -4r hf ^ IkkcR | j 

__ mi i _ j ; 

ii. wi 4> tint m fto cm eiFmf q \ qft Fskt qfclRfr wf qk4r<iqf’em’ n^hno" k i 

qfrgT w 11 44 mm ft % IFitt J fflfenj $$ 3k $ fcr? ^ srorfum -to i ; i 

I £1 MqN 44 ifrM 4?I TPTTT qirlfqfem k I 

[_ <fo3T 44 A TTTR Z\ m\ efP-T k qq£ YPTTTT t£| 11 j ; 

12 £Wkei q>T YTT 4N ft q q&f q qrkcRI qqk 4> fcT> gTT 4k fcFquft q£f g 'f f? | 

wcqr^ mil A mim 4 Wtf £ qO 41 tr q? 

I ffcnq 11 . 

I i | ! 

■ j 

I WFcT 4FR ufr 3Pft i^TclPT iTm “41 F § i 
| ciKfite cipm! k qqk £t tuft f, nr sift j 
| wta aftfaqijyl § j f^qRK-t; | 

T Mqrq gF T^r< qg TM Tetifi m fen? S | i 

gqj'cf’l T FIN CRT $} TTFlFcIT T fcFg TT4! '*fl ?Fif‘!cf ; 

I *Ti?f F q?M» grTT gqq? <f>4TT <At qrdl y gitft ■ t j 
^1T%4 F olty TftiftqeT FFT A q,RR $ 3 ^ i 

?it^itt ti gWr c8i q'mqqi fft ft4 FT^T^ $ | 

3fR FFH W'J q qqrnq efT^ ^ fcHJ cFPFT fqiF4 I ; 

; m<m qqqi m mri t i | ; 

13 | Fm>r crfr f -q : FTq fr^tt <j> f^q qqf j gqN qq Wm 2 s ^rroT 2009 "3F^ ; w>i >N : ’:’TNm 

! tiucih i qfk’ gnterq ftm ff ; g5rTq t>i i q> tw f ifttfiqcr t> tfTf & #t A fh f,; -<ih«t i 
nKq: }> I iFmiXF 3iiq>^ ^ ijx A). FT | cfvft cilFct t fq>“ (M^cPFcP-2 afr? aH'd^N; 8 T :Wi>& ; 
f^rei! qq t 1% FT q^I’ FNn FFIv j <TFg wi A t, 3T5>T^FF-1, 3, 4. 5 t»<i ? .:mt<;>A ! 

: F'F q> \ihfVi cf> feiq ^ft4T<ft <£ ckf 4Fil amq j ripi Fqqt A f 31 k F^cFqq>- h qi NEbg xiuq; q f' 1 ‘ 

, } jqqf T TFFqq cj) FR 3F^ c/FTqikrd T>?q qfp | 1 

| trq} f^Fq qqq mriTct 11 : 

| \jq^cM T TTeTM, 4)>Tl^ef :RT 'dk i] EFIF i 

! f^elFTI FFTTI fFfqmq Fprq f^Fri TTg 44 ; 

I 3PYRT NR fAto qqrcjM 44 ^FTTH tfnM b qTf j j 

| FT Rqi Wf f | ! : 

ic; F8iq q, OfR cT^T kiFR f ttf 3kft-^ mk fenRfc f^'i qg 4; I 

j (i). ktTi% T ME f t giF 4 #tr fqrqr w t, ^w-i : 

1 Tl 4fiq 4Tck Tr4t 4R44d 4ki t 3TR t FT 4>1 NqcFST 

c'TTffI / nfft Tqfkqqf pfit fkeftfqm xjyft q? j 

vEF^m ufdeTPT T1 (TT#T f^TTT 11 I : 

(2). gxiferq Tt qr“F m^i f^Yq j 
NHid qqm tfi ark ariTYt (aiFfa korq^ffiTF vN 
’•TFT, cTPTrl 44miqfT8FT qft RqlT) Tl qqkTqd 

! rjfRiF ck urrf 1 1 Tiqcfl ckqmv q^TTFqq kq ; kf \ | 

$ qqlfT 2Fqft el NIT Id 44 -FFT 3|k ^<'[41 <mFl ! 

q>t mi T 'TH q Tfk qqmr w t aik NFjfil | 

i q‘1 qq T i kklqN k rri qmkt ^qm-R q> mi \ I 

cttcTtUci tf'i tt Tk kTi 'k'i f; i 

; | 

f v f 4) ekmcpR 4RT pqrrkRT erm qxT qiAi g^rnkn 

JPT qfdklkfcq 4kf '4R4T 11 TRIRTlk, 2007-08 j 









'HT ! '[ 'll 'TRa 4 ] 


^TRcT WT 7MM7 : S^aWmi 
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R Ryya WR aFTTT 7W 10,016.33 wR SWlRlcl 
RaT W f R yaW ^anT aWTaRw cWrTT 11 

(3) mR ^ flaiRa 3fk ycrFf a> RRcT 4^ 
nfRiaa A, ?7R aRRM 74 W^et R ^ cTPlcft 3 
yRcft Ry aR R » 11 

( 4 ) . HPIrf R tfRycT R (aRa RR TjRR, 

M4! JifM^f ^WaiR R Ry 31¥RTte t, R R 
y7? ff yWTy aR R TjRRTT 11 

( 5 ) . aRRR RR 3 RRR warn ttrt aRRr 
aarR R ama a? aarRa aR R Ry aR Raa 

| TeyRcT R7 eff 7 ], R\ 7 vf R R TR^cf 11 __ 

aa RyR 21 aarjny 2009 gar, RM R a>a aRRay RR wt R qi 1T RR ■ T ^ 20 
l'c|f>jT 2009 gRT, RflR »4 3 rR f^#Wt Rft R I Wan 4t aR ay 3fR aiRT gy WR ^R ^'' ^ *• 


t*R i Ry ynR ggr ysaiy ay aw _ 

i'R)''’’hqrat fRfR 26 R 2009 A RRR A arfRRR A 

j yy^iy ftjTOT t R Rftya ^ ^MfcW a 4 (yaR-i) 

! R fay (i) 1 Wo 2002 74 31 aR 2002 7 TW (ii) 1 
i atfa 2002 R 31 aR 2005 cTW (iii) 1 atR 2005 74 

I 31 aR 2008 efW 3fR (iv) 1 3TtR 2008 R 3TFT R 
; fayR aafiR: R i 


iR) I RfiRR" aRTaa fRaa 13 y$eS 2009 ^ 

| yiftWRcrf ^ ayara fRn w fR ynR-i R a? R 
j 1 aR 2002 R aa 4 Ra R 3R yaR (yyR-2) R 
i v;p 44 , aary 1 trR non 4 fRar t R R 
| R 2 :mf<K] aR t aR 1993 R yRR ywR 
1 yv 20 y/aifl 2002 aw aiR rR Ri a^afci Ri R 
\t_\ __ _ __ 

1 (T[) "1 R RyfcT) 19 3FRR 2009 sTRT, RM 7 1 (i) 1 Ra 
j 1999 74 31 W^ 2002 RW (ii) 1 afttf 2002 R 31 
J w4 2005 'cfcR (iii) 1 Ra 2005 44 31 W^ 2008 
ay; oR (iv) i stR 2008 R srnt aroW R Ry 

| ya>4)- -i R R -amrRirf aaf w i yR :ra Rwi g 1 _ 

, (u). ' viRf Rl*]wR4w"~wlRw-fR aafRt 
; ai| f, '^ffR RMt w aRy tfe 
; 4 ) afe <f>4 R[7r 4 ^ ytfRaR 74 RRy ya4 
! (yRf-i) R4 R y4 yyfRrn fRy yR R aasn Rt 
i;j ^ a4a R R Rr-!'R aaR 7 x4tR R 

: ,•::-)!'•( ;,fi 4 V 1 74yf]fyfl W7W a-il 'RR77i j? I _ _ 

2(a). i Oi'Ri a yTTTTct IRR 19 aara 2009 4 ‘> a#r 
: . qlRfRi aRte wfR' ara w aaR R ttrt 

I RirRri df,) aay s 


! 


TftMstw Rw ______J 

# 4 R Rata 19 aaTa 2009 R afw ww | 
any 1 ?n yiRyay ^ a^R aR § R 1 aRt 1999 7) 
yja 3 R Rt yyya anRR ^ Ry ywR-i Re R 
RtRa R 1 nRw R Rt ^ yw 4R 7 T?Rr aa4 R j 
am RyynR RynfRR ^ ar^aR ti ^ fRR 
Rarw 27-12-2002 ^ ayw, ^rt fRra ww --4 R 
RRya R Rt R 1 aRi 1999 w ttRRtt R 

RwiIRt R 1 1 _ 

cyw aaRa R4 1 


yw yy^ciTi' R4 1 


ymi ^ l 

i 

i 

1 


twR iRdia Rww 19 awm 2009 a ^iRnRia af.Ran | 
arfRn am fRana nRaiRa R a^ t: _ : 



^0 erf ^ 


R 

aiRiRwi aw 


1999-2000 

46.09 


2000-2001 

13.70 


2001-2002 

00.00 


2002-2003 

130.06 


2003-2004 

161.961 


2004-2005 

182.41 


2005-2006 

299 95 ^ 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part III— Sir. 4) 


ft teft 77147*4 TRte ft ’^fftcjlRcl fftdfrq 
4i4d ft Tte ft tmtr 4444 teift 44R 7714 ft 
fen?, fttftt^! ft SFjftg t fft 4F 444 4ft fft 
447 TTRlfttel 477 37fcrfftf4 344, 4ft 4^ ft, 
4ft WF ft 477ft 474T4 ft 344 444ft/7ftl3ft ft 
feR 47Jd5 4? TWftuH fftl? ^5mpt ft! ftftte 
4 ? Tfcrrflci gft 4ft 4?jft! gRr Tjftm ftft dift! i 



ft Sftjft m RhI 4> 4 TJdft 2009 ft ft! 4>FT 
ft fft ft 77 ft 4ft dl^ 4>?ft $ 474ft ft 4Mftl4 vJ^Rll 
?R4 444Td4 ft 3Tlft?T 4R4 ft Tgftfa ftft ft fftftr 
eftef 4Tfft44 # 47E44 ft xpftcft ft! f 3lt? 4F 
dfftr ft i ctot tw 4ft 3it? grte jftftft 44 ft i 


ftftft ft 94 fftftq> 25 3PR(1 2009 ft 3fftfa 97*4 
77ft! 31T5 3Tgd"'44ft 9? 774ft! ft?I74>R ft F74I3R ft | 

ft! ftU ft ^THar enffe ftftt ftwrftfei 
iftftft ft w? ft ten cT-wiftoft tttsr 4754 4Rft 

4Tfftf fteft 4F fftcRft ft! 94#I4 4R Tift! 3174 
^t^dHft! ft fft? 4T* iftft ft! TTdnfftcl 4>?ft ft fft? 
?77 9Tte?F( ft! 77F744Tft ^pftfaTeT TTRte g74lftjf 
9744 4ft | 


4>W 4ft fft 49>ftM ft M^Rxlcl 4ft 4R 

4741474 37d4-ft ezrerfft^rcT fte ttt ?ft t ftft ft! 

ft!41?d gT77 fft 41 441 § I 


ftrte ft ftt grtem ft! ftftftm 379 ft 94 ter 

4 T^dft 2009 ft (jftdft! ftft fTT 4>'T4td4 94 fftte 
13 TJdT^ 2009 gRT 3Rgfftrftl ft fft? ftftM 4ft 

srftfftci 4ft 4 ^ ft!) fte 24 fft Rsgdi ft 

fftft4 fftlf4> 27 teg? 2002 4ft fftftft ftft fO? 

3 ift!cfrq snterft ft ttrst ftftM 44 3TTftr4 
3lfftfftft4 ft fft? efffteT 1 1 47W g 4 R fft 4 ^ HTHcTT 
ft ft 3TRTT | 


2006-2007 


2007-2008 


2008-2009 


307.25 


305.53 


395.71 


1842.66 


ftft ftftw 43$ ft fft? 5?je4> ft mtm ftj 97414 
d-jftlfftcT ffttn vjTTcTT t ft 4? vRvft ft! dTRRT fft 

ftfwft fftmfftftft! ft mgm ttor4 ctot f^ifc! 4ft 
«nrp? 474 ft ft fft^ 3p7? ^eft! ftg 4^45 44 Tmten 

4dft 3rT4444? ft! uflftft | 

c!SHfft, ftffT ft4d *?4>ft!-1 4«l ft! gft ft 4T4 ft! Wfftcl 
fft4T 4H 7T4>crr ft, ft!wft! gRT ftftffftcT fftgr 44! ft | 
44ft!-1 4 ft ft g?Jc<f> ft ftftfeR ft 474 ft74T 44 R4R4 
ft ff^ 44 7PTI4 ftlfteft ft feH? iRjdfc ft WTTR TTTfttH 
ft 1FM 01-04-2010 ft Rift 5R74 ft 7144^ fftgT dT 
7T47?rr ft | 44^7117, 4oR ^4177 01-04-2010 ft ft4 
4T4R ft 4j4c! 7T?Tl^Ff ft <47x114 glfed glftlT I 


d4geR 1993 ft 31 Rift 1999 7T45 ft! dftft ft fdR 
ftftftd 3ft? ftftft ft ftg 5T?jc4! fft4T4 44 RRIRF! 
ftjcfrT mm 740 ^ RR.ft!. ftR, 3ft? cRRgftft 77^4x1 
TTfftg (fftft), *474 TTci 4Fqft 4dft 447414 gRT fftrn 447 
41 3ft? 27-12-2002 ft! ftWi <^4147 44T 411 
740 3ft ftg ft ftdft ft 3177^ ftftftft! ft 3lftcft4 
47lft44ft, 314? #ft4, fftfft 174 4TI4 R47774, 4^ fft?ft! ft 
74737 34ftd 4lfed 4>! ft! fftRlft TTgeRT R474, 74. ft! 
ftg ft fftofa 4ft 474RR 774ft 31Tft?I mfftl fftl? f, 
ftftft! 374 34ftoft4 4lfft44ft ft R4x7 fft44 ft teg 
474ftt4 teTTT RxR 4MTc74 ft fft? 4Ttei glfte te 

4ft terFTT 441 TFT ft 1 _ 

tel44 WeTT 77. 3/2003 fftdT 4T4ftftl. 4#?TT ft 
37lft?T! 4ft 4T4R1? TTgft 77. 109/2005 ft 

34ft?T fftte 17-3-2009 gTTT 3ft? ffts 4lte7 77 
8673/2004 ft RRftfa 4^771 454 4T4R74 ft 3nft?ft 
fftte 1-8-2005 ft RTTrf ft !J54?R 4n4TcT4 ft 
77437 ft!ft!Td gTTT fftftg fttg 4lRl4)T 77. 14001 /2009 
gifte 4ft 4ft 11 


4474 c$ teTT?!fa!?T 4M4> M 77 ftftftn 3TRfftlrT 
74te gTxlte ftft 47? ftj 


4? 4ft 4^ t fft Tnpft-I ft teftfff 4ft 41?' 
4ldl4ld 37674—ft tetecT fft47 44T t 3ltT ^7747 

ftftte gRT fftirg 4 ft! TFT t tefft teft tete 

3Rp7tfftT 47414 ft 37^747 4dT4 4ft 4T7Tte 447?! 44 


- ^. ^ * ___ 

2001-02 ft ftfTIH ^4>ft-1 ft y^Rxid 4lei 14W ftgef 2001-02 ft ftftR, 774'ft 3{T?[f?4 77474I3l! ft 

2.96 c47I 44 RT 744fft 4F 3?^ 7?t4 4ft ft 11.52 447R 4414m? iP4 TFT RT; FTTfeR. 2001-02 ft ftRT4 

^ 2214 % 77m 44 27T | 4ft 2001-02 ft te!~1 ^ ft RFRxTcT 4T4T ftcR! 2.96 dI74 44 ft! I 

ft 4741414 ft ft?4 4)ft' ft 4474 7W 4ft I 













[m m—^5 4] 


mm us Timm : swimm 


toft ft 34jftg t fft toTT7 ftofftl STW 3ft7 
mu 4cdR ftt wftta W 47Tfft ftt 1998-99 ft 
2008-09 <>41-1 ft1 ffFRTf 3Tto| ft'djd MR^d-1 
4T7T TmfftcT to[ uTTCJ I 



TO ftt7 TTRim uwm cjjzrt 44 to 4T7 t4R4 

ftftl _ . _ 

tor to fftto mi 44 to 4T7 tom ftft i 


WI 7Mm 4>7 fft> 7T44T 



2002- 03 

2003- 04 

2004- 05 

2005- 06 

2006- 07 

2007- 08 


2008-09 


38.10 
; 39.00 

_! 39.0(7 
751.40 
1 56.00" 
56.00" 


71.00 


1 23_90 




m ftt tw to fft mtor to 4ft to toft 7jftoT3ft 
47 mg 4ft to^ef 4T7T 4T4T uTH? I gfft 4R17 fftlR 
3 3TW 1985 ^7T 4T4ft ft 4>tf ftPlftoi URxS ft, eft 
<t)94l vjtfft *to ftt VITckl to | 


to to mHim itcinh mu tog to 
3 to tog mg tog mR to tor tortot ft 
^ch'HM ftt to to eMcT 47 4 gto ft to tot ft 
Tftmr ft tr ft IftdRci tor ggr fti gfft 
fttog to ft 7ft£°t togicM atot to ftt cmml 
47 fttor sttt tor ms t ftto totft ft to ftt 
gnm 47 4ftto ft toto cf>r toftg msu i 

1998-99, 2001-02, 2004-05 to 2007-08 ft told 

tot-i ft toto gmrgTcT pri: 11.52 ms m, 2. 

96 ms m, 15.96 cTRsT 44 to 22.14 4474 m git 

tor m 47 to 4^gft ^ mg, toTrft ftt to 

4J|rtigicT ftt UTS\ Wm: 11.52 cTR 44, 2.96 dKsl 

m, 15.00 msm to 15.00 ms m fti gnrgr 
tw to fft 47 ft ffttocT fttft ft to y*jrm ftt 
ws\ gRrto srtot 47 tot 4474 tot to ft1 

fttftftR ft to ffttofTT ft gR to mu tot ft 

to 7*0 63.88 to 44, 7>0 315.09 to 44, 750 31.24 

to 44 to t>o 73.91 to 44 tot ft; toft ^Wr 
ft wr to ffttot ft to ntoftn to 750 65 to 

44 750 71.50 to 44, 750 78.65 to 44 to 750 86. 


mm to iw umm tot us to 4i7 4mm »;- r 

w ft 1 __ 

tor to fftfftr mg mr to gre ftmm ftm ggr ft1 
ftfft Tmr tofftfft mm tontoi us toto 3m t, 
toto 5 ^r my ft mg ftt ftftftd to ft ftt toftm 
fftgr w 11 


toto mu ft mRm to totgraft us wmu to 
to tog7/wr otto ft mm ft tot-i to ft j 
tot Tgtofftr gRcn 1 1 mm ft to tot ftt 
fttftto Tto to gcrR gtogmto 3rp5toto m 
ft tor ms mto 1 toto, 3 rrt 7 eTPTrr ftt toT ft 
to w ti 


smuss mti/uu g, iftft ton to Tmrpg y^iiRR mg 
ftog ^eg§iti, ffterf 3 ft 7 fftfftr mg fftgm mR ggr 
tor torfftft ft ^rth Tftft mm ft tom ft to t 
to tot-i gft tor gftt ft to toftto ft to t 
to toto to tot-i gft t#ct to gftt ft toto 
ton mrr 1 1 

^Wr ftt ftftt g^ t toft Mtr to ^gftr gft ft 

qfto-H 7R to 7RH 11 tot-1 gft ftf <7 47 

toft ft to, 1998-99 ft 2006-07 mp Ttftftc! to to 

ft, 4oH ft giTcffto giciigict 3iggT 15 ttr m, ftt ftt 
m ft, tor t, gidigm 15.0 srggT mg t?t t 

torn mft m 22.14 ms m 1 2007-08 ft mtotm 
iiicirgm ftt srto tor to ft to to ft ffttom ft tr 
ft to ton utt TRdi toffft ftmd ^71 gft toto ft 
Tito 3 Rg ton gri _ 

egto-1 gft ftt 47 47 4^to ft to, 4dm ft 4T7ftto 

gimgTef argm 15 ^474 m, ftt ftt rnn ft, 1998-99 ft 

2006 — 07 nm TTgto tor to ft fto ton f, gididin 
15.0 ms m 3 mm m ft ttr 47 m t tong 

2007- 08 ft 4TFT g? 22.14 ms m m I 54to ftt 47 
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s 



52 yfcT EA f| AF ERE A^f t fX aX EXT eTT^RT 
fXcREt aX XaR fXAT ATTAT t AfX -3TTTra RATaX 

a 4 X ftRRR AaXT-1 X fcRi RA PrTRe AX TTTPfr 

tl A?AAT Ate AR fX ^T eXX X AETTpTE eX 

4TXTXT X fXAEA X MH aXT t fa 3TAX AE f^ATT 

19 3TAAE 2009 X Xe 2 RRT UEIIlXi eXTEA X 
for? a^at eeTPie aejat fXETfXXnT aT stjer 

dTAE yRT AfXEnA Xfc fXXfdd OTTR A7 f |* 

l^cTAT X PX’ W\H t tX XlRd A'4 A) feR 

AA fXlkA TRAlXri fTm AAT f crft% ATT Arf T 

aXaIEH TT A^fcT AT 3jX EAR t? 1 

6. 

<1M91 3TTA 3tTm EM Ai ^AA X 3T4TM E^XdfPtd MM MR 
ART MRIlXX ETSE X ETE XX | 

‘AAAT 3AA XT? EAAT TA X A'4R TjfXliftd rf AR 
RAT AA 11 

7fa) 

ph 3tTm ehm ymn aa RR am mX qR Xartm 
meetXXT etise X ete XX i 

rf AR #T3TA 4 att art 11 

7(®r) 

fcJcvT rRTT forfeit oRM tR RM AM rf AR XtOTT 

<heXXT to X ete XmT i 

rf AR tTTA 4 aTT ART 1 1 

?w 

AMR] ERA aX 1% MM EM EET ETARM MERTM RE, 
XdlP^fal' eTTA cTSTT fXwX MX X EMX4e AM 
(3TT|rr4Te^) AMaT y^EriM EET AdlRT, MRR riEf 
AXft TART AM EET 3RRfT X METfXE ITMT AMT 

11 

4 ATRIST dElcT Mold Tl Alx’ ARTPPTT OPaTa 

AAAI y^RH, McdA AA m 14) AAR, tcT4 SfyfA 3Tr? AAAr 
PjRRfT T T^fcT 3AA X TTAR AA AATTAR XT a| 11 

8(5.) 

mtmst rX at erf mr Xt3im mmetXXT etrt X ete 
XX i 

ofdPlPT X AqltTd ydld TA Tl rf AK 4 atta 
aat 11 

8(a) 

| 

! 

I 

3mVMSf RmT cm MX MR l~T3TM MElXXT EISA X 
ETE XXi 

^dc| J|f4Rl(4 X AAPR AjUdRH cAA AA a 4 AR XTdA 
AR TJTA Afrff^M X 3ftX TTA X OTAR AATAPT 

X OTTR AA yAlfXcT f^AT ART t, Td TArAST RTAA AA 

AETtX4T EISA X WT^ XX AA 11 

stD- 

4RMI AT yRi^id f ■■: H; MWXX ERE AR£E MX 
fX 1998-99, 2001-02. AE4-05 EET 2007-08 X 
mIeA XXT MldlMid MATA 15.00 IXfdMA cTM, 15.00 
IXfeiMd Ad, 15.00 iXfddd ' 1 3TR 20.00 PlfdER 
EM ET| 

1998-99, 2001-02, 2004-05 XX 2007-08 X AlXR 
AT^EE ATETATE TT AAEtXX EISA Xdl AAT f ! 

8(B) 

M?MMI OTTR ETA ME I'dEME 4tX\’d MTETMTE 
1998-99, 2001-02, 2004-05 XX 2007-08 X XTeM 
MTRAR 1.5 fXfXMM EM 3T^ATfXE XtAT W 

11 

49*41-1 X fdA 1.5 AAcPlXq Tl ^4,(7 P^PdRdd TT7AA 
A7 fXAR OTX ^A t: 

(T). XXfAE XT EAR 2TAET - 1.0 AAXXa 
(73). EPTTft AF7EA ^rffiTT - 2.0 AAXXa 

AJAOT ATjE: EATjAE (t) 3fX (73) TT XTeTT 1.5 

aaXXa 

8{^) 

cFW 3T1RR ETA f^RTR 4rftRR JRI AAAlA 

Af^r a>! n$ ^erf ^ rtaa WfXi Xt a~4 t ■ 

... _ _ 

dTRpm Xrf ^gfctET XT RTAE ARR XT XdX AfXfXX AT . 
4>d cAA AE Xt3T X XX ^A XP ARTA X T,d EdA 1 
ATEIATE X ERA X4R’d ^E X aPTATE AA Xml X dX 
gT; MRE fXAT AAT 11 X?E7 EASTAfX X Xr 5 E ! 
PpAAE ETR !Xai AAT X: 

3TAAAE XT cTTAE — 

ARTA XT_..^dX.A tim AE Td ^TA X XX^|d AF rr: ' : " • 

EdA EtXAT ART 7dA AiETATE 

9(T). 

A? 3jjHlA cT J ll<ll AAf t fT rfEHTfcA AR 4 ' dfe Xl A^ t fX 31Ad mRahIRtX A'! f^AR AAjvj : 

ATfXeT '"XAR A^A" 3TAM TfART A7AA RcTA \ Oi'A.n E<FR A73R RATA *JeA?ET F^TRl U >A’!iM J'm 

1 1 ^aat aX i 1 . ; ; i 

9(0). 

A>IM>) >!ll>IAi ef>l4 UMfcItftA A ATfRTT Ad- ? 1 vR!liAd : AAA yA'^RTA T AA MRHd ^ ^ 3TcTA f^Al ART t 1 
y?]cA> ^ ART 2-9.3 A 3 ; . : V; 1 ; Y ' ’ vRilTcH RTATf fATRT AREA f4>Al A A! t ! 

yrfMtA t PlAlf^d ijjjft 'AA ATA Am GAT 

9(X 

A? STRATA cFTTAT J IAI ? f?5 * AA Af^TARd «R ^ ^ ^ PiA'Xld ^ fMct Rlf^dd ARA1 AAA A# I 
cZlX EAA ARIA AT f^TA 11 '4 ATcTd A Asfl , R, TAldA AA> 4) ITAkA AZTART f IT Td tAA'llXd ^ ! 
















■RKcT dd 7R44 : STdldldO 


[ did mi 4] 



gft TTddT gRT gid PPPid ^ d>t fcTHlf^Tcf g>7cl 

^ gfp g^t pfdtpRi PdlRn gft 11 T if^ ) 

chl4dl^ A 4t4K'd gTTT gddt W6tcT4 4 

Pd? y^'e^j Pajff^cT gRdt t, ^F(1c^ 4)4)4) ^ 314/^1 
t f% g? cf&gg cT^gm PrP 44PP1 4? 

fen? PdtPm ^) ^ ^ t1 

git gait g$t TtdgT ^ gR t4dT dTd I 

9(q). 

ddPt-1 gt dlttdTd 7ft 47 47 4§d-) P fen?, ^ 
1998-99, 2001-02, 2004-05 3ff7 2007-08 P fcT^ 
dO 1223.89 H®, dO 1309.62 dI74, dO 1373. 
43 dT73 dfc dO 1385.57 dT74 7& PdtPfd ^ 

d’gidg giT 4d 4)4)k f d. gat g> !d^ pko 

TRgiR 7t 4141 do 15.60 dRfe 4 W*\ 4 TTdafd ^ 7^?T 
gragg ggpg fedi ddi t\ dRfdd ^ 4141 44 7#g 
gpg ddcflctd d«KJ47 1999 4 46l4tr>9ia ^f ^Jd ?t dd 

4\ 


'^IqgiKc! g>) 4§ 8 | 49 d. 15 (02)/2009 10 

^ i^r i ^ dgdR, gi4Pg gsl g>d^ 4?) 

3HdlPd dTdcl dO 15.50 4\ 1 44pt-1 ^ ^ 

1 

dTdcl d?0 dgPcI gx-cllddl P 3TTdK M7 JHIRKf 

dPl 


nrs - 

2004-05 eT4> 18 dfcRTcl 3ft7 7$ 2007-08 P 16 

Tjfrrng gfrfdm Pt gd dF; gid) gn dWR gi4dT 
TdR gR i 

2004-05 d7p 18 yicPdcl did vJ+1^ gR 16 yifiatd 4^1 

gfctdrd gd git 4tdd44t f^nf^r^ft ^ shtir ^741 A 
f4mr w 11 

1 10(3»). 

gpgr ~gR pi ?d d^d'dgi) A Rn dg 

%4> ddPt-1 7) dfOPd 11 

sr^d'ggif 4 ftg ov| *4)^ 1^4> *sd>4)-i ^ fcR ti 

I 10(d). 

i 

i 

dd RdftP 19 3PR7T 2009 P 7Tld 4)4)4) 4 pT 

d>t 4) d4,dHc6 Pot 4 1 SPJePddl 1 

gjp d^dHcp 7 ggi4t-i P gat PRTdT ddRt t) 
ggpg 4d f4dP6 25 3PT77T 2009 d) dldPtcT 11 
1998-99 <f> fcT^ PgPd S-F^fiRT 47 T^d 4(4 

ddeFd^ A dO 92.30 dT74 ggrfdT ddl ag ddPl did 
qpt d^dHtfr *f ddcT Tdd dO 133.58 dTTI g?TtdT 
ddf t 1 1998-99 g> PtTTd PdP u ! 3FJ75RT 47 Pig 
7yq qpt egg g) gTcrPPt 7TT2d P TTiar 4,fe dR 1 

g? gtt d^ t f4 g4 1998-99 4 leu* 

31^7544 47 f^ldT ddT Tl^t RR dO 133.58 did 2d 1 
#®nd#itc! ## 4 yidPld flddfi g) dd d g7-di4utt 

7d5d TTd^d f%dl dTTT 11 

l 

1 

j 

! 

^m(dj 

i 

| 

dddPdgi 8 4) 3FJdfR. 31 8l4 1986 git qs} 
dPTd dO 2296.37 dRg 4t 1 P^feT dd d. 15 
(02)/2009—10 g> d^TTR. g4 g>t dTdd dO 

1550 did! aJt 1 ^ddT ^7# ?Jd)3dc1 f^J dl4 4?) 

rTT^Idl 4>) d,4df> g?4 d. 1 gt) dldd <4t 

1 g'RTT^off dnsg gt grg gffe gi41 

]"31 gr4 1986 g>1 w4 g>t ^gft dom ^\4) fgg>4 u i g) 

^4t_i $ f^TdWg?) gidrfl^g) ^dtt dTdcl do 2296.37 
dT73 11 ?7t ddlf^dl dRd URtPtgi 4t74T4ltf^R1 R74i 

gtt d^T^t) ^fePd g^t d^ 11 I 

io(g) 

j 

i 

i 

i 

M ftiTPt d^4t-i yjp f^gr ddT an daftd 

[cip do 107.27 dR4 ^ 4Tg f%4Rc1 d"^ 

ft 1 4gi dded t f^ dT^t Pig>4d g^f g?f ^d trpit 
^ dlttR d7 TPdf^TcT f^ITTT ddl t i 4^ f^Rf4 dT^t 
Ptg^d f^gr 7Rd gi ait? g4i4)-i g> dT^t f4g^d 

1 dTdd g> ddldd g?t ddlf^Id gR^ ^ 4W|4\jD 7T1W 
! ^ 1 

fTTdfrq g4 1985-86, gi 3dT d did hg>4 u l «PI ^<d|4Nl 
gg dgg A feldl ddl t 3)t7 gad gtt 4>d 7Ks4l ^ 
ddlpolcl t^dl ddT 11 dTfl Ptgi^ 17 ! dldd g? d^4)4) t) 
g#tg ddddftf&d dTsft gi ypiRigi t^Tdt TteFd 

^ f 1 

! 10(55} 

dO 107.27 dKd g?l ddlf^Td dl^t Pl4>4°l dTdd dO 
85817522 d)t 3d^ f^diidcl 4>d) 1^t)f^cT 4?f 

& 1 g/PTi ^ 3Tig^ dten w: g^ i 

31 —03—1986, g4 f^RT^f ddl^t-l f^dT ddT 'dl, git 

di^t Ptgi^g dTdci giT ^6o7|4t4) do 85817522 i 1 
31 —03—"1986 git 4RTd 4 4TT1 8 ^4 ^ 3f)7 ddlft-l 4 
f4ld Pi<64^1 gtt dTdd 47 4^7p 2^ dd ^71 2td git 8 
gajf ^ 4dTpfd PldT ddl 11 

io(g) 

j^g^Rl git yRg»feid gd4 g> (elk;, g4 4> U?|ci44>ld 
gtt fag/TR g4 fcPiT ddt 11 ^igu 3tirr 

44 1 

^cd?T71 T^t dddl 4 tcR, 42 | giT ut)ygg>id 75 gd Pi41 
ddl dflf^l ddtdd 4 p7llP4dt 7^ 314/07 ^ 3ft7 ?t) 
ddl ddT t 1 

n(g>). 

dl4t4) 4 3dRf 44 ftdTd 19 3Tddd 2009 4 <^T t 
% ?rdift ^4 4w4)^gi ^ ^ 

iM4t giT dd t PH TftdddP PPdd t) d^Ttd gR p 

g^ mA Ttdd 4\ dddt 4 Ttdsfd A gTdPd 4Rp1 gi^ 1 
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(Part III- Sr . Ij 


il{0). 




ftf) fftn TF Uf^yrrf «fft 

STTcTT ftft ft4\'d £RT ft Tift) TTcT cf>t 

ft M^iuR fftftfft} TRft tR fftiR 

^ 11 c^lfft ftftftt ft Tft ft) eTTcfT 3ik 

ftftftvf FRT TcW ft Rep TM ft) 31l<RT4>tfT Tjft 
Ts? I? 1 ftTTT Mali ft 3pjfty R fftiR Ti?ft ft 
ftp? sftft ftft i 


j?Rft Rnfftr) ttrt vftft-i Tft ft) tit ft 
1.5 ftftm ^r titt) y^>kH armr Ftft) TTftrr 3fft 
cT^TR TTftn TRftftjTT wft fftftfftl fftn 

TIT 'fT^cTT 11 


4WtTeI ^Rl TIT cfcp TFfftTcT M!f4<F ^TTcTRTTcf R 
ft^R TRft ft TIT, ftftcTl ft 3Fjft£7 t fft TF ^TR 
5ft%R Tft fft TT7 ftft ^TR TRcftlJTT ^ 
ftyffftr TRTT 3T7cj^^cb f j 


<frM ft mzn t fft ftft sftft ~rt 
7TTft)/3TR£Trl FftlT t, TRTT ft) TF ^T^ftrf ft 

^nft mfei? fft tf rtst FftfTTc? rfrt swiftf r 
Tiftf yiR?R/ft?r erfSfrr ft ftn? Tft t>t ^rftrf ^ 

^! TpTT TTP? fft <FTT ^ftcPTeT ft Tft TIT ;RT RPR 

ft 3Rl)T fftn W f ftft ftft ft ft ftftftR ftft 
fttftft ft ftk tht) tfrri rtr) ftft Tjft fft^ 
ttri ft) ftft ftn rtt arn tirtt tf ft *rmv fft 

^ TRR fftTFF 3 TFRT 1985 ft ftft 2TTRF ft 
fftR TITTR fftn TTT 11 


ftT. <1*41-1 «rft ft feUJ -^clM TftftftjTT fftftftr 
3TTRTTI 11 ftft T^f, ft TF ^Tft Tftf ftrn TTffft 
?ftt ^R ft MpRclft ft ^ ^ ftWcjft ft prftf 


^ ” " 1 '■ 'i'-l M 

I? l™ ^ ^ t f^TWT grf^j 

2.50 fftfeER cRI 11 


ftft 3it? vjpf ^ ^Tft ft q^R gRT ft 

Tqftft TR cfRR ft ^rft 7RJJ f | ^ 3T^ffft IR 

l (ftFTef ft Mali TRT ^TFft-1 «jft ^1 viMfti fftlff trjj 
2T, vjT?T ffft M)|ft RlffftcT 5THR ’MoRT ffRT cRJcI fft^ ^p? 
^ ^ fftRTF WR ftftftcf ftt *J*mH ffti? 7RJ ft | 

^ il'Sd ^TjfttTi ft feR ^fftilRcl fft^F ^fnlT 11 


fen till itri^i qoR ^ira 3fa tiRian wte ^ 3prt-«Trt f5riKw ^ e>| ^ w 4 


-ft rv f\ 

HThTc] 

(i) .~ 

(ii) . 

(iii) . 

(iv) . 

(V). 


ftftftef 

(i) . 

(ii) . 

(iii) . 

(iv) . 

(v) . 

(vi) . 


BTft 3 iftk IRJci) T?Tg ft ffeftp R2RJ ift ft 3fR>ft TR fftiJR fftTTT afj| 

tow T ^ f^nj * t, 

^ ^)t Jffilft&sil 5RT gspn 

'ft%ajRire^<J5R it B5ci *13-^^ TOftsft3ikFTOt^M25f|3Tftw3^g^ii 

SRI 3ftfft?T F CM RRf vJift RIRI Tftft ft R^ftf ftft | 

^ ^ ^ ^ * to TOfe il %# it 3^, 1999 

* fcR T^fl f I 

* Ji^r ^ ^ te3m tolTOT#3iR3^^TOR!me<p Mfe, 

^/JT!^. ftofto 5ft iTi *1 «n Wto) WTO TOif ^ 

«R H Tft RRcT f ’ft SfRfftl IRJRF ft fft? T^ ft j 

FT RRTcT f (ft cftrrft 3lftR 1999 ft ftl IRpF R eft | 

FT TRR ft ftftftftl Tlftft T^R5 T7 RTTcf t* 3fq ftft ft 3R^ft f, 

totoA ^’to TOR Fto 553 5R A 1311 ajTI #M SMTO;5RTOR^CT<nsM 

*\ Tftftm cfRTT crftftTT Tft f I 

^ tofto w ETOT. 

^ ^ m ' qm ^ wfft Frft TfftricR ft fftR TRffftF ft) f | 

^ ^ ^ * ftiTI MfftTclft ft fftT ^^fftF CZRI f I fftftfft sft fftRTTT 

R^7TRcT TRft ft fft? ftiRT eRT^ fftrftq cTITcT ToH ft fft? fttFRT ftf5T f | 

^ ^ ^ fftfft^ Tft f | TRg, ft ftftwft ft 8ITfttI TRft f fft 

KmTT^lT ft ftftTR ftTR TRTfftT TPlft 3lft ftlft RTTcft ft T%ft TTMT R fftlR c},i | 


^ ,^Ll^ q? ' f 1 ^ ^ 5 !f^t ^fftroft ft) aifftrifft?! erw ftnft 

r ^ ^ M ftjftR 3ITft ftWTftfftl c^) ft! RcIcT Rft TF a^fte? ft) fftqj RTT 8JTI Rf fftTFF 5 yfTTft 2010 
ft Tj4 2006-07, 2007-08 3fc 2008-09 ft fftT 3ITft ftmftfftcT ftfftp sfh cRFI T^ ftft f | 

^TT ftTft- TFT) UFRW ^fftrof) ft) ftftRfftcI SIHTI ^ ftftt t ftfft fft^ f : _ 
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(i) . ^ wft (%eo/W 

WtfW ; 

m>W1R«i> : 

■tfdbfttfs v’Ri'g • 

(ii) . W wft (?ftoeo/W 


500 

750 

300 


wM. 


vHndl^'i ^T.1 

m d^< ^T.2 

eft4> dTfi 

3fafcT cil"S 


ail tin di^ 

1 . 

"W H’I'WC 

1300 

715 

900 

600 

2. 

'He^ 

1500 

870 

^ _ 

^_ 

3. 

qfem wRiid 

1000 

485 

— 


(3HdW 

2 3^7 qfem ^ ^ ^ KM y ^' r ^ m ?) 


go qtqWe! i ^ KTO 23 A)W Si'u ho fti ^ihm i^m. <? .-.■ - >., . - — ’ 

ta> gnft nftte fe> te ftt ww 15ft ftftte hRoki-i ft tfw awi 4 ft 5 ftftm ftoao ft wft i 

101 re feftf 15 few 2009 gW. 

<$ 3TP^T 3T^tfeT Wet cm 3T^T W ^) Wt $ W » Wfff ^ cTFTcT fW^T Wt 
qq 3|^#T ^ f^TT W ^Tl 


10 . 2 . 


f^HIcb 15 fW«TC 2009 $ aWt 41^eTl j Pt^lfelRsfoT ^ f- 


| " 

j_______ 

I ^vjft efFTcl qq *0 dM *T 


smaMr^ qqf^cT cgd qiW dFTcT - ^o 
cfR3t 3 


fRcft - (ftfeRH yfeW) WcTO 




m^cc5 - 

3n^nW) 


^o 


yfet (a™ *rc 


Uld^c^ eft — 1.5 f*tfcT*R dd STWt qfrtq4 


1998-99 


1987.02 


710.29 


0.84 


84.56 


47.35 


2001-02 


1922.92 

924.69 


1.05 


88.07 


61.64 


2004-05 


1794.73 


1210.14 


1.30 


93.09 


80.67 


2007-08 

1698.58" 


1102.93 


3.47 


31.78 


73.53 


J 


,03 refer* 15 teTO 2009 ft 

<mf[-2 ft <^5ft-i <ft gft ftt gam *ftt f<! ft^ra ^ ftftw gw 533T^ M 

Wft ft re feT* 19 SOW 2009 ft rente *0 65.00, W 71.50. *0 78.61 3*7 *0 86.52 ftt gft « gOW 

few qqr qnr ^ i 

104 re fere is few 2009 ft, ftftft ft arei Rte ftten at ft ter fere jf^fe^ 

ere'ft) te ftte ,ftt ft wtaift gw gfg fei; te tft retre # 1 ?w ftI te ferret* ft ^ ^ 

Here terenft gw teft ft fe fep feft wwht feter f> *■ ^ te teteft 7ft ftft arerew 
^ fam q?f eTFTcl fem W^tl W W #T % ^ ™ W ? 31^ I 

105 ftft tere ;ft ftre sron, ftte ft wjhw 720000 ftoso t, ftem ftre ftt 

reft) war ftl gftpi ftft te ^-1 ft ftn: 1.5 ftfftre n wwwiw aftftwrei; 1 1 

10 . 6 . ftte ft re ftte is few 2009 ft ft tewu « fft >M-i w afttem wfti <tte ^ mtepi 
<£\ W cW stfW f^TT vHT <icnai 11 
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HI ^ TOT fafij, 13 2010 

ATrlcT ’Till ^ 4)!4 f^tMdd t?:— 


I’-.Ui III 

‘4 TOrR 3]R TOt41-1 TO STOTT TO? STOTT toTOTOtt TOIfcl ^ 


S' 


I TO N! 


ftftTTOT TOfr ^ 


rRTO. 

Rff " 


?TOT TOTOT 






?RriT 

M 

mi 

% 

TOTOta 

i STRcTT 

L 

y^Rdcr 

TORT 

%.—I 

T 

1998*99 

11.34 

13.11 

115.61 

0.84 

1.15 

136.90 | 

2 

3 

1999-00 

12.85 

13.64 

106.15 

0.85 

1.14 

134712”! 

2000-01 

26.20 

19.90 

75.95 

0.85 

0.77 

90.59 : 

4 

2001-02 

37.45 

21.13 

56.42 

1.05 

0.30 

28.57 ; 

5 

2002-03 

38.10 

23.90 

62.73 

T73o~ 

1.24 

95.38 

6 

2003-04 

39.00 

25.31 

r- 

54.90 

1.30 

1.41 

108 46 | 

7 

2004-05 

39.00 

30.10 

77.18 

1.30 

1.60 

123 081 

8 

2005-06 

51.40 ] 

33.11 

_ | 

64.42 

~ToF 

2.11 

70.33 ' 

9 • 

2006-07 

56.00| 

4 

33?2| 

68.79 [ 

3.47 

2.25 

_ i 

64,84 1 

10 

2007-08 

56.00 [ 

42.44 j 

75.794 

j_ 

3.47 

2.21 

_ 1 

63.69"j 

11 

2008-09 

71.00 [ 

46,41 “f 

1 

65.37 | 

3.47 

1.87 

_ 53 89' 

Ull^ 

T 

i 

307.57 



16.05 

] 
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(ii). 


'fWta -t 83® ifcrfiHtWt -<$ fan g,; 1998 _ 99 3 20C8 .. 0g s ^ f9TRITI ^ ^ fe ,,| | 

o * TOTO ^ w 35 R 1 $ tM if. ft^faftfra ya fr-5 fiuREl mie Ft , 9 1 

' 7 'ZTO (TOa) * 7! f^rraT3 OT77T 1985 A 4 

S A ^ ^ ^ ^ W 8 <rJ (^-,) 3 OTi n 8 7 

TfTO ^ ^ 1 ^ 8 RR w srs 1 ftftfae 9^TT t ft OTTfita wi t! ftftfe ^ ^ 3 ^™ 

58 * WJWtft t Rwr< 5Rt 8 ET 7R8-7m 17 WB 788 <f 

^ ^ ^ ^ * torr ^ Mfe ^ * ft, w i 

w ^ ^ * " 3 ® ^ f«%zi 

^MTOTO R? TTTte^T TOTOI TORT 7 ^fFff 3 TOTOAET TO M% TOTOR t STTf TOT TaTO TO fTO«TO 

f^ljTTf^lS *K ^ ^ ^ ^ 8Wi eM f | 8? «W: ^ # 

^ JM to* 87 ^ t. la TO 

TOP" 9 ?TO Wf,fira ^ ^ I?T ^ ^ 573 ^RTcra -f V7 

~ TO? ^ ^ ^ ^ fefag TWsft 8nfa 87 =788^71 88 m?T Tn 

t 85 'dc^Ta-lUj t fe fl'D(fl 3ff7 'll417(7 7fF<ra f f9i ^t|ftc| gs} fcnj 571 snftfgvpil sri ■, jrifa 
1999 ^ frgcg; Pftrffei- %1! unit tnfti! I ^ 3 

45mte771 if ^»f(j7 ff H -TO (wroM) if igB 3FP71 gigf ^ f^. (^3 fe,, I 

am OTft ftftts ^aWhjcO f^rft fW*r>^ 

y. 3 ^ ^ * I ^ ™t *■ W 3ft7 7fg 5 w « to imfftgi ^rI 4 

STS? ll, t ! 1 H 3 f agTiffe 4 S) wuft 

8#8I#M 3ft7 4Wiim* 4)71 w 4 57f 85^ m 7gi5 ipji mn *i w *U, w 4 

S, 1 J&S.'l!? 5a4 if tjfe gf) 4 5mm cmrf <4 git if -Jnct ffLrm 

TO' ? fi 1 ^ W •>' £ fi» Fli 57lfeir. 85 OTHif 3JI CPIS 5118 

I ^ ” | TOv 'TO’ ^ TOTO %,TT W ?JT| 2005 3 «%T dcrHf iiitg g b i 

87 M ^TOroro TO?' ^ if ' r?9? RTO OR] Hffmw Wfia (Rfl fi 

fgTO 'TOn fe TO M 4 lta "" * ^ ^ ^ ^ 8174 41 fet; 8if! 5883 (OTI 

VTOTON 3pJTTfTOr fTOn TOR arr 1 ^ -.-A-4 (TO-£_iv v v 


(iii). 


tot Ri Tro TOnJ 


totot f^TOro toTO?TO rTO tot to, totito ctotct 



i FF? III—73*5 H 


ftfcT ff <nm^ : 


^TT Mc^lrl $R? FI Met 4 4t FT^ttRct f^s Ftt4 F>t RFRcT 11 6le)lRh ^t'ft^cT 4 314*11 W ^FR '^''^ 
$ FTFT aFJFTRF HFTF FTFT tf&fa FTt FFt FFT? f^fa SRT f^FT t, FF^ FF WFF t 

fo m$ ar ctFTF Ft FTto? fl# Ftt ^ ojR <p ff ftfRrtf ftft FtorF 

Ft feT? FFtFR t i 

^ ^ l^ f 5M wRrr ^ff 4 ?Wt Ft Rtf MRf ff* Ft W MRci 

Ft RTF tftrfrft Ft FTFR?F? FFFTTF FF W Fft |3CT FTT FlF>cll ] ^FrR £TFT ^ ^ 4l4^^t ^TRT 
tt^£ R?F FF FRR FTFT SIlRkl 11 ?Wl FTFet 4 FFl4 F^ FMF> U^JoF 5 ^ 

q^R? FR?t 1? cfaR F5T SIFT WRef F^t %F FIT FTFRt FFFJ FRR gTRT Ft fa Rto R^ 

vin ^ktt 11 ff tot ^ 3Rq Far f4 ftk? ^ fr ftfRi «ff FfrR ^ frr ^ 3R ^ n ^ ^ T? 
q^YR Ft FM to to Ft R?F #ft£t Ft FTRI ^fTF? FRR 4t toll T RF Ft I 
(iv). to F? totFF FRFT RFc^f #TT fa 2005 Ft F?^Ft toto F?pFF? M RcT to ^ ^ R ^ lcj 

3fR tor<to ^ wi Ft tofar frf* I FF^ymfto rftct *fa to Rto tofafto Ft Rtf HFIF 

<£ 3TTFFR FF WFR tofa? FRFt Ft to 3 TJ^Rf F?t tot FTctt FFTTc! f? RRTF R?#RT ^ 

^Ff ^ ^R R FFRJT ’RTT 11 RfRf^ Mol-i RfRTt 3>t RR'R 4 lfdRlRi^'l ^ efFTF cR RT^'I F>T 
cRt^T F^TTF RrIT W ^ FR^TH WRf ^ W ^ HSIMrcHl R 3 T^tRcI Ikwtl ^ 
(V). ^fR ^TFF w t. 3^ ^3^1^ ^ w^ FRT F^narRcT FcwRt 

^JRRt A RlRre Wm ^WTT MRf ^ 11 ^3TR^ R ^RRT RRRI 

yrfw yfa Ftm t ^ ^TFtR R f^ RRFfm SRR=RT t sfR Rte ^rR ^ 
c^T fRrF?I ^IR^i t vjft ^ WtR ^ £cTT 11 ^fF Wm ^ FF FF^ Rfe 

cRTT cflF 3RR^5 ^ TFfcR ^ fef^ ^ *1 kJ'-NlcTl ofR cf)3TR3TRfRR ^Rf hK^F cIYR^F R 

TPTPT 11 ^3R7 ^FTRt Ri WRcf ^ ^ ^ RRl^ t 3?R 1992 ^ 3 T?R-H3 lel4^ to A 

Itm # ^ i c^nR, sfR Rfr' ^tr^j ^?rftR ^ ?t 3 R FeRflR RF f i f^H 

^ *trR R Rrt ff Rt^tf frtRrp w W ^Ff F^f FmR ir RtRf eR R fRv F^TTF 

Rrf w t 1 -,. 

(vi) . ftFR ^ fcR FF^F ^ gsq ^ ^ R ^F> FF t f% FI'WRr^ WFlcf $m\ fW ^ 

3r fii<j>RMc1 STFcTT tR f^TRTRT FR^ RRiIRf f^RTf FT]^ I 4141^ R 1.5 McRR FF FfcRR R FTFWRT 
^ RfTf4 4 3IW SRFTF ^ ^ t^R ftRTT m i FTF 4, FF ^RFTF 5RFT R RRR FR^ ^ 

^IcT toT FFT SFI 2005 ^ F^P f^llf^l FIFTFT ^ 3T1RR ^R f^4RF f^J FTl4 F?t 

3FtefT FR^ f I 5TFFT F> OTFR FF M^eF) R^rfRcf FRFT RrFT^F ^ R 3T^t F^fF 11 2008 4 FfRt 
f^r tkt 4t4Rff FR4tFTFI3lt ^ f^R 3RIFF F^ R^llRr^I 4^ FF4 f^ oRft^cT FrR F I F^ 
STFFT 3m7lRcT F^ MRT 3 FfR| ^ F^ WRcf FrR ^ RFTFT '3F5FR Ft TfFnTT t i 

^vj^ j -FfpiTet 4, F^cF> 3t4cT 1999 R ^4cFi4l F^FF R WRf f^RTf FTRT 11 Ff^ F^ 3^ ^ FRTF 
aTFFT 3fR STFFT ^ FR FFte FR?tf^ FTFTFTF ^ 3FFR FF F^^P WRcT f^RJT FTRTT t Ft <FFFT 
WF Ft 3TWR FF FTTF^F efPTcT FTR#F>' FldlFld 3?k STFFT ^ fa 3TRR F?t fa\ tRF FFjeft t^F 
FfR ^ 3^tF fM I FRT^4 RJ^t FTF^FT F^F (^fM) ^ 3NTF ^ STFFT OT^TlRo F^Rf 3^^ 

FR^ 4 ^?)FFFF 11 ^ , 

(vii) . iffiM 4 F^t FiRfFRR ^ T T tTF^ 4 RJFcTF FTF^tFJFT ^F WRd FRR FR R^RT RRTI F I 

^FTTf^ 4t%ef ^RT ^1 W t, FTF^ FRR F eft F^ FF^I WRd FRcfT 4 3TR F Ft RFTT 

mffa ?nf4iet FR^ Ft fcfF FRCTF f^RfT FFT t! ffa\ ^ ftfa 4, T$ F#TFRR^FF FF 

SlteR F^f f fa FF WT RfM F^t f^R #R3tt # fcffj FtR^FT ^F M^t FR 

f^FTFF f>fF dl^'ffi j l RFF Ft I^FFt ^ ^ 4f Alt FWt Ft ^1 fcRTt FTRT t sfR FfTFTFFi Ft FT 

FRF FTF^FR FF ORJFtFF FTFT f^FI FTTF | , . , 

j-viji'j iMta 4 F^ FT w^-1 4 tMTRT IRT FFteT FFFt ^ fetF F^t f^RTFT MT ^ RF^RF F WTTRF 
TOiftr ti MS 4 f^FF tor t fafa FTFff twr Ften 

cm ^YR Ft ORJFTR tof FFT t, F^rfcR ?FT TW 4 FRTF m ^ tTcFF RRT ^ f^FT Rt F I 
^to. FYH FRTtf^T FTF^cFt FF FF FfF^ Ft FTR Wt FftF TRTTFR cWT to R RWr^cT 
Tjoft FF FfcTdR FiF^tct 3TFRT5T RTF F>f ^t FF^et FR^t FF FFFTTF tot 11 
•itRlto ^ FFRTFT 3fR 3TTT5FF ^Ff4 ^to FF WF 4t FF FF F^t 4 Ft FtFF RFI„ m t \ MRR R 
F^ ^ FRTF t f^ 4RM FTt W MRwRxIFt FF #^T3Tt ^ f^TF 3tFR5T 
7* fori STtcl# ^ FTRft FlftF ^ ^ FR5 FFt FF RtFTF ? RtF HlMlFt FRT 

FTF.'ttRct FTTF^F F>t F^fct Ft 3TFT?F?T t! 
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(ix) . E5 ^% 5R cl f? % TToR Rft RTFRt 55 3Tf4R 3PT 414141 4 M^I 

^TTT Ft !pF575 54 414lReT 4 R?Je5> 41 f4r4 <£ 4 ^4 ERJd 5 r4 55 rrr foRT 

11 4t4tRcT cfiT ?5 EFRRt 4 ?FT 55 Ef) 5Hi<hl RF f^cTRT t f4> 5? 414l4t 54 FTR5T R5FT5 RptPtfeRl 
RF ^'HM 3T2RT oTT5 Ft FR£ 541 11 

^ FT^T 5? 5t55T ^FT # f% RRT5 FTRT 55 FldlcdH FTT Ft 3th en(T l| R^jcb ^ ^ zft?5 

f^r y1N( Errfo W1 <ivjitci ^ qoH 54 cfpi4w u iidl 54 fierIr eff fte£ i fh5r 4 p^i) 
^ 3TfHR, FTRE^T f4Rf4 57ETTR ERt zjl 3TFTR RF Mftd %R ERTFt f 3ftF RR 5414 ^ ^ mf\^\ 
^ ^ tl M fa# ^ W ^ t ft ^ 5f4f# Ft FF5F5 5 t 4 4 <*4 3TTR4), zrf4 54 
<4 ^t^ftr Mf4d 54 e#! f i 52 ri?5zf ffr Ft, rt%ffr 13 erI f 1 3tto5 4 
3TTJT t, #M 4 FRIR ftRTZjf 41 FT?ta 4) feRr 54^ RFETT5 grfad dff f4Rt 11 5? 3T4eTT 5R5T 

vSM^cfu y41d 5t4 FtiTT t fa 4141yd EJFT 5 fcl f4 f^t 4 FTt4 EFT f^FFfcR «r4, E55 faddF gFf EFT cfR 

3TR Rfal SKI \idRT vrllcff f | 414lcPl Ej4 FTdlF 41 \jfTcft t fa 5T FiHR Rfctfctf^ Ef4 FR-FTRf# 
ERR 4> faR dRFTd E3R2J55 55%^ RR5 5^ | FTR5T Rfa# 4 T# 55 fafFTT 4t4tRd E|4 3F5f4cT 
faR ETTFT EFT 414141 54 TERR FRlffa f^RT RETT ^ | 

^RTT 55terf ^ 'TTRERcT: TRER RETT RRRT RTf^cRRt 55 RR ^RT t | ^TR 5#RT f^j 

55 T RETT5 5R RTR R^I t RTF <Rllc4 E^ c2R Epf M cRTT RRTR ER5 E^ 5> ^TT ^ 

fcRT R5J f 312^5 R’RT T lfrlf4[E5' E^ dFd 2lll4d f^RT TRT 11 Eff^ ^RFF 54id^ R? EZRJ R5ER RE5 
TTRHT EZR EFT fB'KII TRT t eft RFF 54^4 RT f^fcRT cZR EFt RfxtHlPld f^RT 5TRT 5Tl%^ 

55ER cTETT TTRTR Rqf E^ ST^fR feldl RRT 5lPR ( TRF^t-l 5Tt 3TT5fcR f^RT rR ETTdT f^RR 3TR 

RERR R5 TTRTR Ezr e^ f^Tj f%[tf^T 3TRN er[ d^TTF 5>^|f | 

(x) . tMRI 5 RT EFFrt MRd gM RR>r R^f <& R^ ^ Rfaftfr W ^ EZRt 54 RRTftR f^RT f 

1% 3TZRTTERT E^ f^EFRT 5?t dTReT 5Tt ^T*ft TRRt5RT3Tt EFt 5RRT RT%T? R^ f\ 4 5TR5 4 £R55 
RRtR 5Kd f 3TR5T ; 4^t I 

3ft? m^\ 5t 4R |q 5RR ^ 3FJRR, MeRT ^ eT^, 3T%nf^ RR R 3T2T5T ^3TcT 
dT ^ EFFff 5?t ReT5Rt ^ RrRT^/dR^, WT5, RRRR ?RTT TfWd E^ RRE^ gRf ftfifa 
^gtovRt E^ 55ER E^ f^R- cKT Rt f^tTN tl ^ RR 5#FN f^RT t f4T 4tiftTRT '>eR 

d/Trott 3ft5 3TR^|fd<F dR R EfRTf 5Tt 3TRR fRR ^t RlHldRd ^ cfv^ZRl Ef5 RRzfR dpEf 5TRJ 
^ 1 ^ ^ Tfftm 3 Tr4 3TT5 4 RF 5 gZ 5 R^t^T ^ 3lk ^ RfctMt ^ ezr 55 

RTETcdfR vrRrT R5 EF RT 4 R?t RRT RT R5RTI ^TTfeTt, 414141 EJR ZTT 5TETT vR^R! 5^1 RRT RR 
t f^ 4t4K r d 3TR4 gTT dRRR R^t 5?t t t 4 ^EfT3Tf c^ f^RJ EFfoRR 3TERR eTTRrf 54 514^^1 *Rf^5 
f4T5T RRT RffetR | 

(Xi) ' ^ ^ ^ 5f^TRfoRf RTRTRET: RRR RRR5 3RfR rW 4M 4 RR Rfflfrfa 4 RR 4 

f^Tf^RR 54 RTTeft 11 RRc^ 3TRTT5T, efu r-rir Rf^TRfrRZTT (E^ 5RTRR 5R5feR, RER 3TTf4) fuREF fcTR 
Y^m TO RRT R?RRR ezr! $ 3fHr TTR^-r f^RT RTRT 11 4 R%FTf^RT 4t RfcTdTR 3Tf4fR 5d4 
R feTR F5>5R 11 Tpft VIRR 3 Tv4r 5r 41 RfrTRf^Rt Ef4 ^TR RRR mRrmPt15| E^ RtR i dl rERR cfR 
5^ RRR 3Tf4fR R^l ERR^ f, RTRR 55RT RT^R | ^ RRR Mp^Mpdldl EFt fclfftdd t^RT RRT 
Rlf^R 3ft5 TRR Tf^RlPVldl 55 fetfed ^JR (R5^4141) 5RR E^ Egd REFeT 4p?RMpR ReR 3 ]^? RZT55 
yfrTeTTT T feTR 5RH T llciP)fSfRt £TR tM cftR 4^ ETT5 %R RR Rf^RqfrRZTT $ REFd *}R $ 3T^5Td ^ 
ERR RfETfztPlRt 4 RHlfuTd PlRT EEfTdT dlt^ EMlY cTT 7 ^ T^E^dR^ TcHeFR f^RT ERRT Rrt%R | R4 
J IPP fPPP 4 3TT52'fl5 ETFfd 5f^RR[oTzft RE yfrtdTT EFt 5T5 4 ERf %R Tfi7 3FRTT5 55 4t 3RRR5 ERTRI 
RI%R I 

(xii). 3TR ERR 1%R RR TTRTR ftfRTRt '<^ RR. RTI4R EF 3R5R5 E^ R ? 414 R5lf54 T r^ f I 

(Mil). RoRR RJJR: 

(R). 414141 4 55EF5 52TT RRTRTT ezr 3lk z 41554 f4exT R5 fcrf^ER cZRf EFt 3TR $ 3IMT7 R? Tn4 

ygE5 Rf4f4fET5t 3th 555f 55^ Rfelf4t4 4 RTR^TcT 35554)5 EZTzf) EFt 5?4 54 FRRT 4 
3TT5T5 R5 4141R5T gRT 5541 5l4f41£r 4 RHTf^TET f^RT RR £ | Rdtf4T 414141 RRT 3T^ZThd 
FTTR ^P45)Rl 5TTRf4-zftR eTRdT t, RR^ 3TT5R5 EFT 3TTJR chRThtEF d41 RRT RRI 11 
4r4tReT 4 41 Ef41 54 RRRT 4 3TFTR R? 3TRRST EZRt E^ 35555 Ej 4 REgf4 R5 3TTRfhr E}4 f I 


Ml | -I 


I I 
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SIWI4 4lRsd yRto to pR ^R? mPyRR gKl P>pRd ERR yy 44 4 5 to U«ftH cT^4T 

mrmm yyftoyyf #? ftorr yy ftoftoi to tot y^«j yPrftM to top? arrypcr to tot y*rP 

f^cT 7RT to M% tot ^ t to PPPt gRT 3Ttto ^to to WH *R 3PfH% fto 
^T TT^cTT 11 

tot ffgwH yprftofto to ^to arryfoT yto 3#hr usiuh my 3iP tot yytot-i to 
yptom yrwfty> mmrR to si^m to 3 ttstr yy yto yto to yam srt rmftom tot 3 
tottotyef yjta to yyito fto yyy i ym y? RmPy ymm yitoftoyr t fto toarparttotyR to 
mrnto to to yyariRtotyR to *to to to ™ my yy tom ymy tot yrR ym cto to 
to yRPtot Tjftor tot w Rm^ to toft to 3rmR m? toto fto yyr ti ypg to 
tomy gfsycT: tot to mr to y?RH toyto tot my? P tom ysto to armmqR 3 
tom tor w to to 1 1 yftomm^y, to to tom fto yy to ymn t to 
arftoyfPm Rrmtor ^rt yyftom yRy rmtof to ygr to pyrny 1 1 mmy RFmt to mrftomy to 
yyfm 3rrycm tor atPPr yRto to fto, mryR apjym to to (toy yRm wm yy^yy to i 

(m) y^y ?trr to to mym yftofto to fto PtotPm tjtor y?7mr y? ftorfftor to to myy 
yftow yftomPm to to yyPm to fto #HiRd tot yto ti tottoPt wrrm to y? ftotoftom 
4 to) to yftoeR to to to^t ^ ftow tot yRdi to yytfto yto yytojtot toto tot toft to 
yytfto toyftoy yat ^ ymto yftom toto yim fto 1 1 

toto yfto& % tototy mmy yftoyftof yR ftoto ^y y^ yftom yy yrm to 
yy ?ymN ti to to myy, totot to to fto arm yftotoryf to toto tot y^m 
toy to ^ 3rm 3to to yfctofto to to? y^ ytoto H\ yto mrm fto 
yy yyto yftortoyf ^ toto torm to to Rt tom yftoftoyi to toto y%fto 
^ to uitocb tot t, y^ torn tot tor ynm toy i yyjem ftoftoff ^ 2 , 9.3 yt 

^jmy yyfMy yto mr yftomr toto tot 11 

(y). y? toto to ^y to totom to to y^t-yR tofto tot fto yy rnwr, toM ^ yto 
to tor? yt 3yyR yy y4 to yto-i ^ toy yym toto ftotocr to ^tor tot 1 1 

yto tot msm to 3nyR yy yym yftotor ^cy (totod) to tot y^to to totor 
tot mm yyy^m y^f 1 1 yyyt ymmm ^rftoftoto to toy 3ntor yym ytornTtoryf yy 
toy toR ywry my tot yqtot to toy toy yy g?yy to 3 t^tr mryR to yyjym to 3 tmr 
m? yyyft-i ^ snytoy Itoyr yyT 1 1 

(y). ymy ^ is yfto tot yy^rym y7 yy Pi to tod to m? ytorerm ^PyiRd ftom 1 1 toy r ^ 
ymyi t fto ytoeny 12 yftor to is yfiRm to toy ytototoy ftom yrmr toyi y? 
yrftoyymy h^imoih mi tot to y?jcm Ptoftor yRto myy 1998—99 to yTto cto to ftom—ftom 
yfto?m yy srR3toto Ttotofy Rm 1 1 SRtftoy, ^nRtottot^ sr^yto ftotomy to to y| rnftoyy 
to y?tom yto to Pry ftoftom yfcRmt yy yf^Pm ftoyy yrrm 1 1 
(xiv). yto ftoRiyr 

(y>). totoyyr to ftomto tot t fto ymto-i to pyH to Pry yR?r to tottorto ^rt ftoryT yyr 
yo 15,60 ytom yy w ymm srt srtot ^ ^mm ftoyr yyyr ti ^fto tottotyn rr to 
3rjyR tottottot to ftotoftor yto ftoRTyr yyito to ftoy yo 30 ?m yfto m? yy ^gymry ftoyr m 
ym t, ^RrPry toltopei yy mr t fto yra rtPct yto tot Rmjto ^jtot didd (31 mto 1 986 tot 
yo 24.03 yyk) 31 mto 1997 Myyr to rn^r tot mPt t afp 5 irPry y fii 3itftoy 

ytot t fto toltoto tottotyer to afp ^yim yto ftoyy 1 yyR r^ci yR?rr 1 PtoPui ytot yy 
yPdm 'rtoty^d yRto to Pry, Pftoto to tom yitoPy^ y^t f afp totoPt tor tototyyr gRT 
Py yy yftorto ftototor yto ftoyyr ymto tot ftotot mm tot yfto^ to yy Prtr 
yp ftom ay mymr 1 tototym yy yryi fto Pmfftor yto ftornm yyR y^yr PmT 7ryyy mpy, 
rmPm tot atom yRm 11 totoPt tot yftoto to ar^mf rjftoy to Prftocr yyy y^ rr; yy yy 
yfctcTR rtot^d ftom anm 1 1 

(Rsr). Pmtftor yto ftoymr vm to PyPm to ytoPm to Pry, PtoPt to Pmtoy ar^ePT tot errmr tor 
ynPmr ftom 1 1 PtoyR to ymm t fto ^fto ftoyrtor Rym toftotrm pyrd yy Prm gtm ^ 
afp ymy toymaft yy yr^ePar to rp to ymrypt to 3mry-to yrp ftom aym t, ^RiPry yto 
ftomyr mrR Pytftor yrrto to Pry ?rrr ftorR y^t ftoyr yrrm mftoy 1 
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13. WFR H»IR TjftcRR: 

ran *R 3>T f^WT 


cf>. 3 y^R^ld *lWWk1 (cTRI m\ i) 


mm wi srorc, < 




(ii). 

fcftrT 3?ft f^er {W*\ xr W, 

ara, 4felRXRT flfcixjfcf. 3Frft 

aifiifow) 

(iii). 

f^ylfuld ^ufl m. yfcldR 


fa). mn qR+mRri^ m fof&d ^ 

far). ^ yfeRmr (ym 

ciiRi4>i ^ yy yfcRmr rt yfci?m) 

(iv). 

dlMrf yfr)d!'H [i+ii+iii(^3)J 

(V). 

ywiRci md^c<h « ^o yfcl m 
[^.17. iv / ^ 


{^). VZJpP TRTteH g^cTTcT yrf^R 

mi i> fen? ^ yrtem gro 

REflNcT y IdA v 4>fH 5 h MtilRtj 
3fWR cRT 3E£TO ^ ^ 3R]f 
ygfcM TrfcrfcTf^ i cnf^F ^ % 
yfc^cT 3ftcR^f ZR JRRR| 

(q). mm 3F$m 3 i. yy^t-i 
SRlfuTcT ^ vrTF% 9(cf) wft M6'K1 r 1 
JifaraiSr $ ^ OTlfocT PH $(U 
SMR cZ^ <& fewtelfl {**) 



(<F>). HcrS’1 cfc tl^el yft'fryfrd *^l 3 

wfl y^'kn JiftRRr rfi y^er 

^ $ 3FJTR 

3 wrt wim nfafoft 3 mm 

MR yf^RTfrrRt ^ 

TOR | 

(?sr). mm 3t^trt m ^t-i 

RFff tfTOR Jlfclf^fST 3 ^ OTlfocf 
Wm qf^yfaT^' <ET 


(**) MRR 3T^TTcT = ^ i. ^ft-1 3 c||>klftd ZTIcTRTcT W® cRf ^ 

yaH £RT y*ftdd cRcf c||^rlQch RcTOTcT eTM m\ $ 


(xvi). 4IWf^ 3IR>3f $ 3TT0R ir 1 3^ 1999 ^ f^rfa c$ 2009-10 RF ^ 3R# <fc 

feR yfcm4 wsf f^RT ™ vtte yid^ gw mi i> feR tor ^ i 
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\rg tpran^cf wti A 4RR sttt fifar <nwR<t> 344>st 4* stor 47 yfW 4* ^ 
yrte^T ^ttt a^HlRci 4>t TOcfr f I ?tt 4Tf£f4RR srt 3^HlRd affcR me^ 47 <imiR<r> 344**?! 
q^ q^q £T7T 4 l feld ft*4 TO 477TT4 4* 3TOR 47 =37T 4*1 4> feR WftcT R#f 4»t uffift cT4 <T4* JTc^TR 
3T^t 4^ 4* foKJ ^TT yif£}4RQr] gjq 3TypftRcT 3ffc4T mqw 47 RT^ 11 3TfcR 47 4> WTR 4* 
Mffrn i HfrHnH , 4RR 3f[7 774^ TOt 4> 4R/3Tfa4* 47J<ifl 4»t TffaT R4* 'HHwld-i ftTO TOT 11 

qcfqR qyq^ ^ A\. ^ TOT 74R R*4T TOT <jfc<f>Vl atyiftri R*4T 44 7T4TO t?: 


(q>). drTOd <^4cff 4*1 3Rlf?T 2009-10 4> fcR M% 4T^4* 3Tfrff ^ fW 3PJ4cff ctf TOfa 
2010-11 ^ feR cT4^ 47 4l =TO 4 *t 4 4*M *44 44*4^ 2010-11 4> fcR 4T7Rftq> 3TT4*Rt 
4*1 3jfci*i R4 Rm dim 11 


(*ST). tM^r 4>1 4fcT» ^ RRRfof* 3FTTO?1 4> 3TOR 47 afh? TO MRu 

R^ l lRfo l l 44 3TJ7RR 4R?t ^ ftoftq 4*1 ql 3TcT 3 47l 4> Pffe 4^4*1 477TT4 4T%R 
4*74T 4#4 | 

(q). cT4^ 3TRR 47 4>t 4^ ftfcTO ?77 4Tfcq*7R 4RT qfcTqtf Mfc<\ tffcTC 47 <£ RRR 47 
¥1 4Rft 4Tftq 3ft7 4*4 47Jclt 3RT4T 4T4# 4*1 4£Tf 4> ^4 TPTOtftfR %4T RR I 


13 . TOR ft*q TO fl¥cto u l 4? H<^dd7 , tff'M 4*1 TOR 4^ 44^44^ 44 3T^7RR 4*7rl ^ 4*1 77. ^41-1 3 
3TT44%j czpqt 47 4t4T7I 44^ 4*7^ 4^ 4RRR 11 M Wet A 4141^el W 4?toT 444^ Mly^I 47744 ^ 4141^ ^RT 
qqdlf4d 47t 4>f R^hIRcI 4^1 R>4T 44 7T444 I 4141<fl TTcTO did! t TO 4l'KlRl4> aTTO^t A> 3TRR 47 3^7 
TO7 7W M 4> l 4M^f? l TO ^TRR TOT^ ^ 4^ 1999-2000 ^ 2009-10 44* 4141^el IRT yRmfeld 4^ 47 TO4t i> 
4477T4 ^ feR RfETtRcT 4^ RRT4T TOR 3T^7 TOR ^ Pl^R^T ^ feR 3T44T 47744 7?ly 4T%eT 4*^1 ?77 

qrteT^T 4*1 3T44T 47744 3T^R7T 4R^ ^ 4^, 4Wf 4*1 7TRT? RK& t R* TO Rl^l TO 7TOT44 4*7=1 4> feR 
4141^d 4*1 15 Rdl TO 7TTO 44FT 4*^ I 


TRl TOTO, 37*RTO 
[RldlMH 111/4/143/10 4R4.] 


TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 

Mumbai, the 11th January, 2011 


No. TAMP/28A/2009-PPT. —In exercise of the powers conferred under Section 48 of the Major Port Trusts Act, 
1963 (38 of 1963), the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby disposes of the proposal received from the Paradip Port Trust 
(PPT) for revision of tariff for cargo handling by Paradeep Phosphates Limited at Fertilizer Berth No. 1 as in the Order 
appended hereto. 
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TARIFF AUTHOR!’! Y FOR MAJOR PORTS 
Case No. TAMP/28A/2009-PPT 

The Paradip Port Trust (PPT) 

Cfii'fizk 

(Passed on this 29th riny of November, 2010) 


The Paradip Pott Trust {PH!} ;;?x! entered into an agreement in August 1985 
with the Paradeep Phosphates Limited {PPL.) for construction and operation of n captive oenh 
when the PPL was a Public Sector Undertaking. PPT by letter dated 28 September 2006 filed c 
proposal with this Authority (i) for amendment to the suid agreement and (it) for revision <4 
cargo and berth hire charges and introduction of minimum guarantees etc., stating that FTT 
ceased to be a PSU in February 2000. it had ai o brought out that the dispute between PE 1 
and PPL sequel to the revision of cargo related charges in October 1993 was referne;! iu 
arbitration and an award was pronounced in December 2002. The arbitrator quashed the 
enhancement of rates from October 1993 and ruled that rates revised by TAMP shmi bo 
effective from 1 April 1999 and thereafter A revision petition was subsequently filed fov PPT 
before the Secretary, Ministry of Law and Justice, GOT 

2. In the general rate revision proposal submitted in September 2006, PPT had 
proposed charges to be levied for Fertilizer Berths | and II respectively allotted to PPL ana 
IFFCO. PPT was informed that subsequent to the Notification of the revised tariff guidelines 
dated 31 March 2005, except in the case of authorisation under Section 42 of the fvIPT Act. 
1963, this Authority would not take up individual cases of bilateral agreements which the ports 
might enter with other organizations for allotment of berths. The Port was also informed that 
this Authority would henceforth accord approval only to cost based rates for use of different 
facilities in the Scale of Rates and the ports are at liberty to operate within the ceiling so fixed 

3. A joint hearing on tire port’s proposal dated 28 September 2005 was held on 4 
June 2007 when it came to light that litigation was pending before the Hon’blo Orissa High 
Court and the Court had passed an interim Order staying the operation of the Arbitration 
Award. The Port subsequently informed that it would submit a separate proposal after 
necessary consultation with PPL It was thereupon decided that tiil such time an agreed 
proposal is filed and disposed of by this Auilwevy. the existing arrangement, subject to the 
Orders by the competent authorities in the litigation between the parties, would apply 

4.1. By its letter dated 26 May 2009 PPT again requested this Authority ;o revise 
and equate the rates of the captive berth of PPL to that of IFFCO with a minimum guaranteed 
throughput clause with effect from 01.03.2002. 

4.2. By letter dated 4 June 2009, PPT was addiessed as under: 

(i) . The Agreement entered between PPT and PPL. in August 1985 contains 

clause that consolidated cargo charges can be revised oniy by mutual consent 
Further, there is no provision in the Agreement for stipulating any minimum 
guaranteed throughput. 

(ii) . Since PPL is not agreeing for any revision of charges, no proposal with mutual 

consent couid be submitted. 

(iii) . For fixing the tariff this Authority is guided by the port-wise cost plus return on 

capital employed approach. PP f while requesting this Authority to revise and 
equate the rates of Fertilizer Berth No.1 with that of the Fertilizer Berth No. II 
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has not furnished any cost justifications for the proposed charges to be levied 
for both the fertilizer berths. 


4.3. By letter dated 5 June 2009 PPT informed this Authority that it had withdrawn the 

easementary rights granted to PPL by invoking clause 21 of the agreement dated 3 August 
IS85. PP i requested this Authority to delete from PPT SOR the separate rates prescribed for 
PPL and to provide for recovery from PPL all the charges - Cargo handling charges, vessel 
related charges and right of way charges for the conveyor gallery, pipeline etc - as applicable 
to general public. 

4 4 PPT was informed vide letter dated 27 July 2009 to detail the revenue implication 

of levying vessel related charges, cargo related charges and license fees on PPL at par with 
any other port users availing the port facilities. PPL was further requested to state whether the 
withdrawal of the easementary rights by invoking the PPT — PPL Agreement dated 3 August 
1985 has the approval of the Government of India. 

Aggrieved by the action of PPT to withdraw the easement rights, PPL approached 
ihe Hon’bfe High Court of Orissa which granted interim stay in the matter. By letter dated 17 
July 2009 PPL, forwarded to this Authority a copy of the Order dated 8 July 2009 of the Hon’ble 
High Court of Orissa. It also stated that PPT’s proposal dated 26 May 2009 does not contain 
the cost based rates and the port has not consulted PPL before submitting the proposal. 

4 -S. As per the Order dated 8 July 2009 of the Hon'ble High Court of Orissa, this 

Authority has to approve the rates for captive berth of PPL at Paradip Port preferably within a 
period of six months from the date of production of a certified copy of the said Order. 

5 1- Under letter dated 13 July 2009 PPT submitted a copy of the High Court Order 

dated 8 July 2009 and requested to revise and equate the rate of the captive berth of PPL to 
that of IFFCO with a minimum guaranteed throughput clause with effect from 1 March 2002. 


5 -2. PPT was informed by our letter dated 27 July 2009 that the rates levied by PPT 

•or the captive berth m IFFCO was not cost based but a rate decided by mutual consent of PPT 
and IFFCO It was, tnarefore, advised to file a weli analyzed self contained proposal with all the 
lequisiie details including cost justification to enable this Authority to fix an appropriate rate for 
the captive berth of PPL. 


4 * DpT submitted its proposal vide letter dated 19 August 2009 without al! the 

requisite documents. Several supporting documents were received subsequently vide PPT’s 
letter dated 25 August 2009. The salient features of the proposal are as under:- 

(i). fa riff for the Fertilizer Berth No. I (FB-1) is proposed to be revised from 1 April 

1999. 

00- Tariff for the proposed revision is on cost plus return on capital employed 

(iii) Fixed berth nire charges for FB-1 are proposed at Rs. 39. 20 lac per month at 
par with captive fertilizer berth No. II used by Indian Farmers Fertilizer Co¬ 
operative (IFFCO). 

(iv) . For calculation of costs, direct expenses have not been considered. All indirect 

expenses have been apportioned to the FB-1 on the basis of income 
generated from the principal activities of the port. 

(v) . For calculation of costs, cargo handled at FB-1 is taken at 1.5 Million tons pe' 

annum or actual cargo handled whichever is less, 

(vi) For calculation of wharfage of FB-1, the capital employed for common purpose 
outside harbour area has been considered. 
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(vii). Since PPL is not using the railway facilities and the conveyors to transfer cargo 
mechanically to their plant, the opportunity losses due to non use of these 
facilities have been considered in the cost sheet. 

(viii). Loss of revenue on account of estate management is also added to the cost 
sheet. 

(ix). The wharfage proposed for cargo handled by PPL at FB-I is as under*: 


Volume of 
Cargo 

Wharfage rates for 

the period (In Rs.) 

1.4.1999 to 
31.03.2002 

1.4.2002 to 
31.03.2005 

1.4.2005 to 
31.3.2008 

1.4.2008 

onwards 

Upto 5 lakhs 

65.00 1 

71.50 

78.61 

86.52 

5-10 lakhs 

55.00 

60.50' 

48.401 

53.24 

10-15 lakhs 

40.00 

44.00 

48.40 

53 24 

Above 15 lakhs 

r 25.00 

27.50 

30.25- 

33.28 


(x) . The above rates are at par with the rates charged in the IFFCO FB-I I 

(xi) . No annual minimum guaranteed throughput for cargo handled at FB-1 

proposed by PPT. However, the Port has requested TAMP to consider fixing 
an annual minimum guaranteed throughput taking into consideration the 
capacity of the berth and requirement of fertilizer raw materials by PPL. 

(xih Whenever FB-1 is vacant or unutlized, PPT should be permitted to use the 
berth for handling cargo of other vessels, in which event the cargo charges at 
the usual scale of rates will accrue to the port and berth hire charges at the 
usual scale of rates will go to PPL. 


c a The proposal dated 19 August 2009 from PPT was registered as a tariff case 

on 4 September 2009. A copy each of the PPT's letters dated 19 August 2009 and 25 August 
2009 alongwith their enclosures were forwarded to PPL for remarks. 


R PPL bv letter dated 16 October 2009 has offered its comments on PPT's 

proposal The saW comments were forwarded to PPT for remarks on 19 October 2009. The 
comments of PPL and the remarks offered thereon by PPT vide letter dated 11 November 2 

are as under:- 


Sr. 

No 

Comments of PPL I 

Reply given by PPT 

1 

PPL disputes the claim of PPT that theT 
Tariff for the proposed revision is on 
cost plus return on capital employed 
basis as per revised TAMP Guidelines. 

The proposal for tariff revision is based on 
the cost plus return on capital employed, 
which is as per TAMP guidelines. 

2 

PPT needs to explain details of various 
indirect costs given in annexures and 
also provide proper proof of the 
numbers used. The method of 
apportioning indirect costs needs to be 
logical & scientific. The plea of uniform 
distribution of cost is not acceptable, 
(e.g. PPT's efforts in supervising other 
13 berths is far more than PPL berth in 
view of the fact that PPL itself is doing 
all operations on its berth. 

The details of indirect costs given in 
annexures are purely based on figures 
taken from audited annual accounts. 

The indirect cost is for management of the 
entire port and it has nothing to do with 
whether the operation of the berth is 
managed by port or user of captive berth. 
Since PPT had 13 berths, the indirect cost 
is apportioned equally. 

3 

PPT has also failed to consider the 
initial cost funded directly by Govt, of 
India on behalf of PPL and the_ 

The initial cost funded by Govt, of India on 
behalf of PPL has nothing to do with fixation 
of tariff as initially subsidized rate wasj 
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recoveries already made from PPL's 
captive berth. 

offered for the same. 

4 

PPT has considered several costs in its 
computations e.g. 'the maintenance of 
township, estate management, and 
non-utilization of Railway' which are not 
relevant for PPL berth and cannot be 
apportioned to PPL. 

The cost relating to maintenance of 
township, estate management, non¬ 
utilisation of railway, etc. considered in 
relation to the operation of the entire port 
and same is apportioned equally for all 
berths 

5 

PPT has considered the rate of return 
on capital employed at 18% and 16% 
which looks too high. Generally a rate of 
12% is quite reasonable and has been 
followed in many cases by the Govt, of 
India when cost based approach has 
been adopted. 

The rate of return of 18% upto 2007 and 
16% there after is as per the TAMP 
guidelines and same should not be 
disputed. 

6 

PPT’s desire to bring parity in the rates 
equating PPL with IFFCO does not 
seem to be based on a sound footing. 
The fact remains that, the agreement 
dated 3.8.1985 was executed between 
two identifiable entities i.e. PPT and 
PPL on mutually agreed terms within 
the framework of law and has already 
been acted upon for about last 25 
years. The comparison with another 
Company like IFFCO with huge time lag 
between the dates of execution of the 
agreements, the costs involved and 
above all the conditions in each 
agreement are important factors for 
consideration. Comparison with IFFCO 
therefore is totally incorrect and 
unacceptable. 

In absence of detailed and authentic 
data the written down value of capital 
employed as on 31.3.1999 needs to be 
verified particularly keeping in mind 
direct funding for PPL project by 
Government of India. 

In calculation of fixed berth hire 
charges, cost of dredging operation is 
included. Dredging cost, we believe as 
a part of navigation cost is collected 
from the ships separately. 

PPL further submits that, as all fixed 
costs are more than adequately 
recovered by PPT as (PPL has already 
paid Rs. 8566.00 Lakhs towards fixed 
berth hire charges as per the 
agreement), there is no basis for levy of 
berth hire charge on PPL any longer. 

The reason and basis for putting the cut 
off date i.e 02.08.2015 is not 

The indirect cost is for management of the 
entire port and it has nothing to do with 
whether the operation of the berth is 
managed by port or user of captive berth. 

Even though PPL & IFFCO were set up at 
different times, both the units are similar in 
nature and PPT has tried to bring parity 
between applicable rates for both the 
fertilizer manufacturers. 

The capital employed as on 31.03.1999 is 
based on the figures of audited annual 
accounts. 

In the calculation of fixed berth hire 
charges, cost of dredging operation is 
included and we would like to clarify that 
navigational cost recovered separately from 
ships include all cost involved in marine 
operations and doesn’t include dredging 
cost. 

With regard to PPL’s submission for not 
levying any berth hire charges as they have 
already paid Rs. 85.66 crore towards berth 
hire charges to PPT is illogical. Had the 
berth not been captive for PPL, PPT would 
have continued to levy berth hire to other 
users. 

I 
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understood as no explanation is forth 
coming from PPT. 


PPT talks of not considering 'any direct 
costs'. But as explained in. the 
foregoing, since PPL takes care of all 
direct costs related to jetty this is how it 
should be in the proposal, ‘Principal 
activities’ of the Port has not been 
defined. Therefore the claim on the 
basis of apportionment generated from 
Principal activities can only be 
ascertained while taking up the entire 
activities of the Port. For instance, PPT 
is also the biggest estate owner in the 
area and therefore a very significant 
portion of its indirect cots need to be 
apportioned to that activity. 


The handling of cargo is taken as 1.5 
million ton per annum for calculation of 
cost. The document annexed to the 
proposal does not contain any basis to 
come to such a conclusion. The 
handling of cargo is dependent on the 
efficiencies of the berth, productivity 
and plant operation and uninterrupted 
supply. We propose that this figure be 
fixed at 2 million ton. 


For calculation of cost, PPT has taken all 
indirect expenses apportioned to FB-I on 
the basis of income generated from the 
principal activities of the port. 

The principal activities of the port are: 


Cargo handling 
Vessel related 
Railway operation 
Estate management 


The above activities encompass all 
activities of port. Hence, all indirect cost has 
been apportioned on the basis of income 
generated from above activities for the 
ears under reference. 


Paradip Port has considered the minimum 
throughput of 1.5 MTPA for Fertilizer Berth 
No.1 on the following factors: 

(a) Plant capacity of PPL 1.0 MTPA 


(b) Materials handling requirement 
MTPA 


For calculation of wharfage the capital 
employed for common purpose outside 
harbour areas has been considered. 
This is disputed by PPL. There is no 
"Quid Pro Quo” in the case of estate 
management and maintenance of 
township. Details of costs incurred on 
account of PPL captive berth has also 
not been supplied with the proposal. 


10 The proposal has considered as cost 
the alleged opportunity loss for non use 
of railway facilities of Port. The 
agreement between PPL & PPT dated 
3. 8. 1985 at Clause 4 makes it 
abundantly clear that PPL is completely 
responsible to manage the facilities built 
by them for unloading of ships and 
transportation of cargo in any manner, 
mechanically or m anually, and th e 


Minimum throughput: average of (a) and (b) 
above: 1.5 MTPA. 


"Capital employed" for Paradip Port 
includes: 

Capital employed for berths 


Capital employed for other assets outside 
the berth 


Dispute by PPL not withstanding as pointed 
out by PPL in this para - wharfage/cargo 
related charges need to take into account 
capital employed for all activities 


By virtue of the agreement dated 
03.08.1985, Paradip Port has implicitly 
permitted PPL to transfer cargo through 
conveyor/pipe lines without utilizing all 
railway facilities. This has caused non- 
utiiizaiion of railway facilities created by the 
Port. Hence, the opportunity cost has been 
taken into account. 
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Paradip Port Trust shall not be 
responsible in any manner whatsoever. 
PPL thus is not required to use PPT 
Railway facility. In view of the above, 
this claim is totally unacceptable. 


11 | The loss of revenue on account of 
estate management is added to the 
costs. PPL disputes this item of 
proposal. PPL has nothing to do with 
loss or gain on account of estate 
management activities of PPT. 


Since Estate activity is an integral part of 
the port operations, hence same has been 
apportioned for PPL berth as well. 


12 | PPL disputes the item of claim in 
respect of revision in wharfage charges 
for the cargo handled in PPL’s captive 
berth. 

The wharfage charges which are being 
paid now are already in excess of the 
actual costs and no further upward 
revision is justified. On the contrary, 
PPL is entitled to claim reduction on this 
score. The claim for parity in rates with 
1FFCO is also not tenable as IFFCO is 
governed under the terms of their 
agreement and PPL is governed under 
its own agreement. Repeated ref. to 
IFFCO is mischievous and is almost a 
back door attempt to bring changes in 
our agreement. 


No comments offered by PPT 


13 1 There is no provision in our agreement 
for a minimum guaranteed throughput 
and hence we opposed to this 
suggestion. Also looking at the 

performance figure, it can be concluded 
that this would not an issue. PPT's 
request for use of our berth needs 
further elaboration & discussion after 
resolution of all other issues. 

In addition to above PPL would like to 
highlight The practice of engagement 
of idle gangs and payment of idle 
wages be discontinued by PPT. _ 

14 ] In summary PPL’s views are: 


With regard to PPL’s doubt regarding the 
units of the annexures in our letter dated 
25 m August 2009, we would like to clarify 
that the figures of Annexure -2 & Annexure 
- 6 are Rs. in crore, the figures of annexure 
- 1 , 3, 4 , 5 & 7 are Rs. in lakhs and figures 
of Annexure - 8 are in Rupees. 


1 ) 


2) 


As has been admitted by PPT all 
that needs to be paid to is a fair 
and logical share of their indirect 
costs / or overheads plus a 
reasonable return on capital 
employed. 

PPT therefore first needs to 
explain their various indirect costs 
and submit proper records to justify 
the figures (e g. audited balance 
sheets, cost auditor's report) The 
chartered Accountant certificate 


No separate comments offered by PPT. 
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are not valid since terms of scope 
and engagement of Chartered 
Accountants are not known and 
not supplied. PPL had no chance 
to interact with the Chartered 
Accountant. 

The cost sheet certified by the 
Chartered Accountant does not 
even represent proper units. For 
example the total cost incurred in 
2007-08 is certified as Rs. 
10,016.33 Crores which appears to 
be prima facie unrealistic. 

3) The costs already apportioned and 
recovered from activities other than 
PPL berth operation of the Pori 
need to be deducted. 

4) Costs that are irrelevant to PPL 
berth (e.g. Railway facilities, estate 
activity loss) need to be totally 
removed. 

5) A fair rule for apportioning based 
on efforts required by PPT 
management in a particular activity 
needs to be established and 
applied. 


clarifications Better dated Wa h S H re ? uested '° ^nish cedarn 
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Sr. No. 

--Queries raised by TAMP 1 R„„i„ „ lu „„T^r5B5-i 

1 (a) 

! 

In letter dated 26 May 2009, PPT 
has requested this Authority to 
approve the rates for the captive 
berth of PPL (FB-1) (i) from 1 March 
2002 to 31 March 2002 (ii) from 1 
April 2002 to 31 March 2005 (iii) 
from 1 April 2005 to 31 March 2008 
and (iv) from 1 April 2008 onwards. 

-—--— - — — r j U-- ■ r i 

uut ot the three letters, the letter dated 19 m 
August 2009 may please be treated as final. 
We request the Authority to revise the rates of 
FB-I for block periods of 3 years starting from 

1 April 1999. The revision sought, once in 
every three years, is as per TAMP guidelines. 
As per the Arbitration award dated 
27.12.2002, the Joint Learned Arbitrator has 
also recommended revision of rates of PPL 
, from 1 st April 1999. 

1(b) 

PPT in its letter dated lTjuTyT009' 
has requested this Authority to 
revise and equate the rate of the 
FB-I to that o f IFFCO (FB-II) with 
effect from 1 March 2002. The Port 
has stated therein that it has no f 
objection if olcl rates as in vogue ! 
from October 1993 onwards are 
allowed to continue till 28 February ! 
2002 y 

Please see above ' " 

1 {o ) 

By letter dated 19 August 2009, | 

Please see above ... 


Sic 4 j 
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3) 


1 (d) 


2(a) 


2(b) 


PPT has proposed to revise the 
rates of FB - ! for the periods (i) 
from 1 April 1999 to 31 March 2002 
(ii) from 1 April 2002 to 31 March 
2005 (iii) from 1 April 2005 to 31 
March 2008 and (iv) from 1 April 
2008 onwards 


3(a) 


As different periods have been 
indicated in three different letters, 
PPT is requested to confirm the 
date from which it requires this 
Authority to revise the rates of the 
captive berth (FB -1) and to explain 
why it is necessary to revise the 
rates under different period slots. 


Please see above 


The additional yearly income 
envisaged under PPT's proposal 
dated 19 August 2009 may please 
be quantified with working sheets 


The additional yearly income envisaged in our 
proposal dated 19 th August 2009 is quantified 
as under: 

Rs. in.lacs 


To maintain a revenue neutral 
position with reference to the 
financial model considered in the 
last general revision of tariffs, PPT 
is requested to examine whether 
any adjustments would have to be 
made on the tariff for other 
commodities / services in its SOR 
due to the additional income, if any, 
that would be generated by levying 
the proposed rates on PPL. 


Year 


1999-2000 


2000-2001 


2001-2002 


2002-2003 


2003-2004 


2004-2005 


2005-2006 


2006-2007 


2007-2008 


2008-2009 


Additional Income 


46.09 


13.70 


00.00 


130.06 


161.96 


182.41 


299.95 


307.25 


305.53 


Total 


395.71 


1842.66 


PPL in its letter dated 4 July 2009 
addressed to this Authority (A copy 
of which was forwarded to PPT for 
remarks vide this office letter dated 
13 July 2009) has stated that the 
application of PPT before the 
Appellate Authority challenging the 
Award dated 27 December 2002 of 
the Arbitrator is pending for 
adjudication. Please elucidate how 
the matter stands. 


If the proposal for revision of Tariff for PPL 
berth is approved it w!ili be necessary to make 
adjustments on the tariff for other 
commodities to maintain revenue neutral 
position as per TAMP guidelines. 

This, however, can only be ascertained after 
rates of FB-1 berth is revised by TAMP. The 
impact of increase in revenue on account after 
revision of tariff of FB-1 berth can be 
neutralized prospectively w.e.f. 01.04.2010 
along with General Revision of tariff for PPT 
The Port Trust would submit a proposal 
accordingly in the next revision of SOR due 
from 01.04.2010 


The tariff dispute between PPL and PPT for 
the period from October 1993 to 31 st March 
1999 was adjudicated by a joint arbitrator Late 
Shri N.C. Jain, and then Joint Secretary 
(Law), Ministry of Justice & Company Affairs 
and the award was pronounced on 
27.12.2002. 

Aggrieved by the award of Late Shri Jain, PPT 
had preferred an appeal before the Appellate 
Authority, Additional Secretary, Ministry of 
Law & Justice. New Delhi who has recently 
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passed orders upholding the award of the joint 
arbitrator, Late Shri Jain, PPT is now planning 
to file a Writ petition in the Hon'ble High Court 
of Orissa against the said order of the 
Appellate authority. 

3(b) 

PPL in its letter dated 4 July 2009 
has also stated that the Orders of 
the Hon’ble High Court of Orissa in 
the matter of execution of the Award 
has been challenged by way of 
Special Leave Petition in the 
Supreme Court of India and it is 
pending. Kindly elucidate and 
furnish the present status. 

The special leave petition no. 14001/2009 
was filed by PPL before the Supreme Court of 
India against the orders dated 1.8.2005 of 
Hon’ble High Court of Orissa in Writ petition 
No 8673/2004 and again vide order dated 
17 3.2009 in WA No 109/2005 upholding the 
orders of the District Judge, Orissa in the 
execution case no. 3/2003. 

4 

All the eight Annexures received 
under PPT’s letter dated 25 August 
2009 bear the signature of a 
Chartered Accountant. PPT might 
have submitted to the C.A. various 
documentary evidences in the form 
of Annual Accounts, Audit Reports 
etc to enable him to certify the 
statements. To enable this Authority 
to verify the details furnished in the 
eight Annexures, requisite 

supporting documents may be 
submitted. 

The requisite supporting documents relating 
to audited annual accounts of the port are 
furnished. 

5(a) 

Kindly confirm that the year wise 
traffic handled at FB- 1 has been 
separately maintained and it has 
been accepted by PPL. 

It is confirmed that the year wise traffic 
handled at FB-1 has been separately 
maintained and the same has not been 
disputed by PPL as they have paid the 
relevant charges to the port as per TAMP 
approved SOR. 

5(b) 

The traffic handled at FB-1 during 
2001-02 was only 2.96 lakh tonnes, 
whereas it ranged between 11 52 
lakh tonnes and 22.14 lakh tonnes 
in the other three years. The 
reasons for the drastic drop in the 
traffic at the FB-1 in the year 2001- 
02 may please be elucidated. 

During 2001-02, the PPL plant was shutdown 
for most of the time for internal problems; 
hence the quantity handled at FB-1 berth 
during 2001-02 was only 2.96 lakhs tons. 

5(c) 

PPT is requested to indicate the 
year wise assessed capacity and 
capacity utilization of the Port as a 
whole and that of FB-1 since 1998- 
99 to 2008-09. The capacity figures 
may please be supported by 
detailed computation 

The year wise assessed capacity of the port in' 
general and FB-1 in particular along with their 
capacity utilization from 1998-99 to 2008-09 
is furnished below:- 

I 

Qty in M.tonnes i 


Year 

Capacity 

r Capa 
city 
utiliz 
ation 




1997-98 

10.90 

13.30 




1998-99 

11.34 

13 11 




1999-00 

12.85 

13.64 




2000-01 

26.20 

19.90 




2001-02 

37.45 

2113 




2002-03 

38.10 

23.90 











i i 
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2004-05 

39.00 



2005-06 

51.40 

33.11 

2006-07 

56.00 

38.52 

2007-08 

56.00 

42.44 

2008-09 

71.00 

46.41 

5(d) 

The year wise break-up of the 
management and general 

administration expenses may be 
furnished 

The year wise break-up of the managemen 
and general administration expenses i 
furnished. 

t 

s 

5(e) 

The year wise break-up of the 
finance and miscellaneous 

expenditure may be furnished. 

The year wise break-up of the finance and 
miscellaneous expenses is furnished. 

5(f) 

Kindly elucidate why loss from 
estate activity has to be considered 
as an item of expenditure while 
fixing tariff for cargo handling of PPL 
at FB-1. If the agreement dated 3 
August 1985 with PPL stipulates 
anything in this respect, the details 
thereof may please be submitted 

Since Estate activity is an integral part of the 
port operations, the expenditure in this regard 
has been apportioned for PPL berth as well. 

5(g) 

Also explain why the expenses on 
unutilized railway facilities have to 
be shared by PPL. If the agreement 
dated 3 August 1985 stipulates 
anything in this respect, the details 
thereof may please be submitted. 

PPL transfers cargo handled at the FB-1 berth 
through conveyor/pipe lines without utilizing 
the available railway facilities at the port. All 
expenses of the port have to be shared 
proportionately by all port users including 
PPL. Hence, the opportunity cost has been 
taken into account. 

5(h) 

The management and general 
administration expenditure 

excluding depreciation, finance and 
miscellaneous expenditure 

excluding interest and loss from 
estate activity have been evenly 
distributed amongst the number of 
berths to arrive at the cost per berth. 

If the entire operation at the captive 
berth, FB-1, is carried out by PPL at 
its own costs, the propriety in 
arriving at the cost of berth in this 
manner may please be justified 

The indirect costs/expenses, like 

management and general administration 
expenditure excluding depreciation, finance 
and miscellaneous expenditure excluding 
interest and loss from estate activity are for 
management of the entire port and for all 
users of berths including FB-1 berth and hence 
the same is apportioned to all berths including 
FB-1 berth. 

5(i) 

The traffic handled at FB-1 during 
1998- 99, 2001-02, 2004-05 and 
2007-08 stood at 11.52 lakh tonnes, 
2.96 lakh tonnes, 15.96 lakh tonnes 
and 22.14 lakh tonnes respectively. 
While arriving at the rate per tonne, 
the quantum of traffic taken into 
consideration is 11 52 lakh tonnes, 
2.96 lakh tonnes, 15.00 lakh tonnes 
and 15.00 lakh tonnes respectively. 
Kindly clarify why, for deriving the 
rate, the quantum of tariff has not 
been maintained at actuals. 

The IFFCO rates are furnished since the 
operation of PPL and IFFCO berth are one 
and the same. To arrive at the rate of FB-1 
berth, the port has taken actual traffic or 
15lakh tons, whichever is less since in all the 
years under reference from 1998-99 till 2006- 
07, the traffic has been at the level of 15.0 
lakh tons or less except for 2007-08 where it 
stood at 22.14 lakh tons. The actual traffic of 
2007-08 can not be taken as a determinant of 
rates for next three years since only in this 
year PPL has done extremely well 

5 0) 

i 

i 

I. 

The rates derived for PPL have 
been Rs. 63.88 per tonne, Rs. 
315.09 per tonne, Rs 81.24 per 
tonne and Rs. 73.91 per tonne for 
the four different time slots; whereas 
the rates proposed to match them 
i with that of IFFCO are Rs. 65 per 

To arrive at the rate of FB-1 berth, the port has 
taken actual traffic or 15lakh tons, whichever 
is less since in all the years under reference 
from 1998-99 till 2006-07, the traffic has been 
at the level of 15.0 lakh tons or less except for 
2007-08 where it stood at 22.14 lakh tons. 

1 The rate of IFFCO is shown for comparison 




THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY 


|Part ill Si c. 4| 





tonne, Rs. 71.50 per tonne, Rs. 
78.65 per tonne and Rs. 86.52 per 
tonne. It is not clear why at all the 
cost statements have to be 
prepared if the sole intention is to fix 
a rate for FB-1 on par with that of 
the IFFCO berth. Kindly note that 
the rates proposed in this manner 
do not jell well with the statement of 
PPT that 'the tariff for the proposed 
revision is on cost plus return and 
on capital employed basis as per 
the revised TAMP guidelines' vide 
para 2 of its letter dated 19 August 
2009. 

and same is proposed for fixation of rate for 
PPL berth since the nature of operation of 
both the berths is one and same. 

6 

The year wise components 
considered under estate income and 
estate expenditure may please be 
furnished with documentary 

evidence 

The year wise components considered under 
estate income and estate expenditure is 
furnished. 

7 (a) 

The year wise break-up of 
expenditure on management and 
general administration may please 
be furnished with documentary 
evidence 

The year wise break-up is furnished. 

7 (b) 

The year wise break-up of 
expenditure on finance and 
miscellaneous expenditure may 
please be furnished with 

documentary evidence. 

The year wise break-up is furnished 

i 

7 (c ) 

Kindly clarify how the management 
and general administration 

expenditure, retirement benefit and 
items relating to previous years 
(IRPY) have been apportioned 
under cargo handling and storage 
port and dock charges and railway 
earnings 

these indirect costs have been apportioned 
on the basis of income generated from four 
principal activities of the port, i.e. Cargo 
handling, port& Dock Charges, railway 
earnings and Estate Rentals. 

8 (a) 

The year wise break-up of direct 
expenses may please be furnished 
with documentary evidence 

The year wise break-up of direct expenditure 
relating to railway activity is furnished. 

8(b) 

The year wise break-up of indirect 
expenses may please be furnished 
with documentary evidence. 

f 

The year wise break-up of indirect 
expenditure relating to railway activity is 
apportioned on the basis of income generated 
from four principal activities and the basis of 
apportionment, details of total indirect cost 
and documentary evidence are furnished 

8 (c) 

— --- 

Kindly submit documentary 

evidence substantiating that the 
Railway Traffic during 1998 - 99, 
2001 - 02, 2004 - 05 and 2007 - 08 
stood at 15.00 Million Tonnes, 15.00 
Million Tonnes, 15.00 Million 
Tonnes and 20 00 Million Tonnes 
respectively. 

The documentary evidence of railway traffic 
handled during 1998-99, 2001-02, 2004-05 
and 2007-08 is furnished. 

8 (d) 

Kindly elucidate the basis on which ! 
the PPL Traffic has been uniformly 
estimated at 1.5 Million Tonnes 
during 1998 - 99, 2001 - 02, 2004 
-05 and 2007- 08. 

The throughput of 1.5 MTPA for FB-I is 
considering on the following factors: 

(a) Plant capacity of PPL 1.0 MTPA 


m i 
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(b) Materials handling requirement 2.0 

MTPA 

Minimum throughput: average of (a) and (b) 
above: 1.5 MTPA 

8(e) 

Kindly justify the basis on which the 
cost of unutilized railway facility by 
PPL has been arrived at. 

The cost of unutilized railway facility is arrived 
by taking into account the total expenditure on 
railway activity of port and percentage of PPL 
throughput with that of total railway traffic of 
port. For better understanding same is 
explained as follows: 

Cnst nf un-utilised Total exDenditure on 

railway activitv of port X PPL traffic 

Railway facility Total Railway traffic 

9(a) 

It is presumed that the asset wise 
details included are the “net block” 
i.e, gross block minus depreciation. 
Kindly confirm. 

It is confirmed that the Net block of fixed 
assets, i.e. Gross block minus depreciation is 
shown in the statement 

9(b) 

Substantial amounts have been 
shown under work- in - progress. As 
per clause 2.9.3 of the revised tariff 
guidelines, work-in-progress will not 
form a part of capital employed. 

The work-in-progress has been excluded from 
the capital employed and revised cost 
statement is enclosed 

9(c) 

It is presumed that the asset wise 
details furnished are for the port as 
a whole. PPT has arrived at the 
capital employed per berth by 
dividing the aggregate capital 
employed by the number of berths 
at the Port. Since the exercise is to 
fix the tariff for the cargo handling by 
PPL at FB-I, PPT is requested to 
justify the manner in which the 
capital employed for FB-I has been 
arrived at. 

Since it is not possible to identify capital 
employed position berth-wise, the only 
alternative available is to divide total capital 
employed with number of berths 

9(d) 

To arrive at the rate of return of FB- 
1, the capital employed has been 
considered at Rs. 1223.89 lakhs, 
Rs. 1309.62 lakhs, Rs. 1373 43 
lakhs and Rs. 1385.57 lakhs 
respectively for the years 1998 - 99, 
2001 - 02, 2004 - 05 and 2007 - 
08. As per para 1 of the Agenda 
Item No. 15 (02)/200S - 10, the 
estimated cost of setting up of the 
captive berth was Rs. 15.50 crores. 
The capital cost of the FB-1 may 
please be substantiated on the 
basis of the documents referred to 
herein. 

The cash voucher in support of loan received 
from Govt, of India amounting Rs. 15.60 crore 
towards PPL berth indicating the ministry 
letter is enclosed. Other documents including 
the letter from the Ministry have been lost in 
the super cyclone of October, 1999. 

9(e) 

The basis of applying the rate of 
return at 18% upto 2004 - 05 and at 
16% for the year 2007 - 08 may 
please be clarified. 

The rate of return of 18% upto 2004-05 and 
16% there after has been taken into account 
as per the TAMP guidelines. 

10(a) 

Kindly confirm that the details 
furnished in these Annexures are 

The details furnished in the annexures are 
exclusively for FB-I 


Mll- 


£-7 
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exclusively pertaining to FR-i 
10(b) Along with letter dated 19 August 
2009, PPT has forwarded two 
Annexures to this Authority. 
Annexure 1 hereto and Annexure 7 
to letter dated 25 August 2009 
pertain to the berth hire charges of 
FB-I. The expenditure on 
maintenance dredging for 1998 - 99 
shown in the former Annexure is Rs 
92.30 lakhs whereas the said 
expenditure is shown as Rs. 133.58 
lakhs in the later Annexure. Kindly 
confirm with documentary evidence 
the correct expenditure incurred on 
maintenance dredging during 1998 
_ — 99. _ 

10 ( c) As per Annexure 8, the~capital cosT 
of the berth as on 31 March 1986 
stood at Rs. 2296.37 lakhs. As per 
Agenda Item No. 15 (02)/2009- 10, 
the estimated costs of the berth was 
Rs. 1550 lakhs. Kindly confirm with 
documentary evidence the capital 
cost of the fertilizer berth No. 1 at its 

_ date of commissioning. j 

10 (d) Capital cost of the berth as on 31 
March 1986 has been arrived at j 
after adding Rs. 107.27 lakhs 
towards capital dredging. It appears | 
that the capital dredging has been 
| apportioned on the basis of total j 
j number of berths. The year in which 
the capital dredging was carried out 
and documentary evidence 
substantiating the apportionment of 
capital dredging cost to FB-I may 

_ please be furnished _ 

10(e) The apportioned capital "dredging - * - 
cost of Rs. 107,27 lakhs has Deen 
arrived at by dividing Rs. S58 17522 i 
by eight. The sanctity of these i 
figures may please be explained ! 


It is to confirm that the correct expenditure 
incurred on maintenance dredging for 98-99 
was Rs. 133 58 lakhs The documentary 
evidence in the form of relevant extracts of 
audited accounts is attached. 


The actual capital cost of construction of FB-P 
is Rs 2296.37 lakhs. Relevant schedule of j 
audited accounts evidencing the same is ' 
attached. j 


The WDV of capital dredging at the end of the" 
financial year in which FB-I was 
commissioned, i.e. FY 1985-86 has been 
taken into account and is apportioned by the 
total number of berths. The relevant extracts 
of audited accounts relating to WDV of capital 
dredging cost are enclosed. 


To calculate the depreciation the life 
of the berth has been taken as 
seventy five years. Kindly furnish 
the basis ther eto. 

PPT in its letter dated llTAugusF 
2009 has stated that though it has 
not proposed any minimum 
guaranteed throughput, this 
Authority may consider to fix it 
keeping in view the capacity of the 
berth and requirement of fertilizer 
raw materials by PPL. However. 
PPT has not furnished the capacity 
of the berth and the requirement of 
fertilizer raw materials by PPL. The 
-re quisite deta i ls may be furnished 


The WDV of capital dredging cost as on 
| 31.03.1986, the year in which FB-I was 
commissioned is Rs. 8,58,17,522. As on 
| 31.03.1986, the port had 8 berths, and the 
expenditure is apportioned by 8 to arrive the 

j cost of dredging for FB-I .__ ! 

, p or calculation of depreciation, the life of berth 
has been taken as 75 years, which is as per 1 
the guideline of ministry and same is i 
fur nis hed. 

IPPT is of the view that TAMP7nay~ irequest ^ 
PPL to submit documents in support of their l 
plant capacity. 

! j 

| FB-I berth with mechanical unloading systems I 
j should have at least 1.5 million ton cargo i 
handling capacity and accordingly the annual 
| minimum guaranteed cargo may kindly be ' 
i fixed. i 


l l i 
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for consideration of the request of 
the port. _ 


11 (b) 

After considering the traffic per year 
so far handled by PPL, PPT is 
requested to reconsider whether it is 
necessary to fix any minimum 
guaranteed throughput. 

Yes, it is necessary to fix the minimum 
guaranteed throughput for FB-I berth. If not, it 
will be unfair since IFFCO operating from an 
adjacent berth with similar operations has 
annual minimum guaranteed throughput of 
2.50 million tons. 

11 (C) 

PPT has stated that as and when 
the FB-1 is vacant/unutilized, the 
Port trust should be permitted to use 
the berth for handling cargo/ vessel 
berthing at the usual scale of rates. 
Kindly state whether in the past 
such utilization of the berth has 
taken place and if so how the cargo 
handling charges and berth hire 
charges were shared between PPL 
and PPT. Also please state whether 
the agreement dated 3 August 1985 
provides for such an arrangement. 

Agreement is silent on use of FB-I berth by 
port as and when it remains vacant. On a few 
occasions the FB-I berth was utilized by port 
in the past, where all cargo related charges 
were recovered by port and berth hire charges 
were paid to PPL. This model may be 
considered for approval. 


8 A joint hearing in this case was held on 9 December 2009. The PPT made a 

power point presentation of its proposal. The Paradip Port Trust and the Paradeep Phosphates 
Limited made their submissions. The gist of the joint hearing held is as under: 


PPT 

(i). We have considered the figures for the first year of each of the 3 yea? tariff 
block. 

(ii\ Port has created different infrastructure and many of them are common to all 
the facilities. Common cost should be borne by all the activities earned out 

inside the port. 

(jjj\ ppi_ has asked for lot of information under RTI Act and we have furnished 
them. If anything more is required by them, we will be glad to share with them. 

(iv) . There are differences between PPT and PPL on many areas. The reference to 

TAMP is only with reference to tariff and that too, for the period after 1 April 

1999. 

(v) . The original contract do not give break up of the rates specified therein nor is 

the contract specifies any particular methodology to be adopted for determining 
tariff. We do not know the different cost elements that had gone into the initial 

tariff. 

PPL 

(i) . We agree that TAMP should adjudicate upon the tariff payable from April 1999. 

(ii) . We are unable to furnish the cost break up of initial tariff mentioned in the 

contract. 

(iii) . The agreement between PPT and IFFCO is much later than ours. PPT is not 

justified in attempting to enforce a later contract on us 
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( ,v ). The proposal of PPT does not fit into the TAMP guidelines. Many cost items 
\\ke deficit of estate activity, opportunity cost of railway operations, port 
hospital, township, etc. are not relevant to our operation. 

(v). Cost of dredging is expenditure relevant to vessel operations of conservancy 
and pilotage. Port levies port dues and pilotage on our vessels. Loadinq 
dredging cost again to determine fixed berth hire is a double cushion to the 


(vi). 


We don't have any specific suggestion on the allocation of different costs 
we request TAMP to consider only the relevant costs as per the guidelines 
equitable apportionment of such costs 


^ 1 f , As a 9 reed at the Jo ' nt hearing, PPL was requested to furnish the desianed 
A a H> C H y A° f he T 9 ° hand,mg facilities the Fertilizer Berth No. I and also to submit its 
anditPH Acc0u . nts for the last three y ears Under letter dated 5 January 2010, PPL furnished its 
akn f d an h nL !fL aC ^° UntS and ba,ance she ets for the years 2006-07, 2007-08 and 2008-09 It 
urmshed the designed capacity of the cargo handling facilities of the FB-1 as under 


0 ). 


LIQUID CARGO (MT/HOUR) 
Ammonia 
Phosphoric Acid 
Sulphuric Acid : 300 


500 

750 


Oi) SOLID CARGO (MT/HR) 


Sr. 

No. 

Cargo 

Unloader No.1 

1 Unloader No.2 


Peak 

Load 

Average 

Load 

Peak 

Load 

Average 

Load 

1 

Rock Phosphate 

1300 

715 

870 

900 

Mir 

600 

2. 

Sulphur i 

1500 ’ 

3. 

____ 

Muriate oF 

Potash 

~ 1000 

485 

[Nil 

Nil 


(Unloader No 2 is not used for unloading sulphur and Mur,ale of Potash.) 




is-'!SSKps—sSSS 


10.2 


PPT under letter dated 15 December 2009 furnished the following details:- 


Particulars 

P T998-99 

2001-02 

2004-05 

2007-08 ' 

■ L Ul cost — ks. In Lakhs 

1987.02 

1922.92 

1794.73 

1698.58 ! 

Total Annual Cost including ROCeT- Rs 

In Lakhs 

" 710 29 

924^69 

121 a 14" 

1102.93 : 


M I 


I I l 
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Capacity - (Million Tons per annum) as 

0.84 

1.05 

1.30 

3.47 


Wharfage Rate - Rs. Per ton (based on 
capacity) 

84.56 

88.07 

93.09 

31.78 


Wharfage rate -1.5 million ton capacity 

47.35 

61 64H 

80.67 

73.53 


per annum 






10 3 Under letter dated 15 December 2009, PPT also informed this Authority that in 

view of the objections raised by PPL during the joint hearing in■comparing| the rates of FB-1 
with that of FB-2 operated by IFFCO, the wharfage rates of Rs. 65.00, Rs.71.50 Rs.78.61 and 
Rs. 86.52 proposed in PPT’s letter dated 19 August 2009 may be treated as withdrawn 

10 4 In the letter dated 15 December 2009, PPT reiterated its stand that the 

expenditure spent by Port for estate development needs to be borne by the users of al the 
fourteen berths^ It also stressed that since the port has developed an elaborate railway 
infrastructure for use by all port users, all the users have to share the cost of developme 
the railway infrastructure whether they actually use it or not. 

10 5 As the plant capacity of PPL is 7.20.000 MT, according to PPT, the material 

handling requirement of the plant will be twice Us capacity and hence the port s projection of .5 
Million Tonnes capacity for the FB-1 is justified. 


infi ppt j n letter dated 15 December 2009 also reiterated that the maximum 

realization of FB-1 can be achieved only by introducing annual minimum guaranteed 
throughput. 

Il l By letter dated 13 January 2010, PPT submitted a statement showing the 

capacity and capacity utlization of the port and FB-1 as under.- 


Figures in Million Tons 


SI. 

No. 

Year 

Port as a whole 

FB-1 



Capacity 

Quantity 

handled 

% 

utilisation 

Capacity 

Quantity 

handled 

% 

utilization 

1 

1998-99 

11.34 

13.11 

115.61 

0.84 

1.15 

136.90 

2 

1999-00 

12.85 

13.64 

106.15 

0.85 

1.14 

134.12 

3 

2000-01 

26.20 

19.90 

75 95 

0.85 

0.77 

90.59 

4 

2001-02 

37.45 

21.13 

56.42 

1.05 

0.30 

28.57 

5 

2002-03 

38 10 

23 90 

62.73 

1.30 

1.24 

95. Jo 

6 

2003-04 

39.00 

25.31 

64.901 

” i Jo 

1.41 

108.46 

___ 

7 

2004-05 

39 00 

30.10 

77.18 

1.30 

1.60 

123.08 

8 

2005-06 

51.40 

33.11 

64.42 

3.00 

2.11 

70.33 

9 

2006-07 

56 00 

38.52 

68.79 

3.47 

2.25 

64.84 

10 

2007-08 

56.00 

42.44 

75.79 

3.47 

2.21 

63.69 

11 

2008-09 

71.00 

46.41 

65.37 

3.47 

1.87 

53.89 

Total 


307.57 

. 



16.05 

. 


u 2. PPT also submitted cost statements for the years 1998-99 to 2008-09 for the 

principal activities. 
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of 2 ,he case, ,he C °" eC,ed dU " ng tha processi "^ 


(»). 


(ii). 


PortTut^^ 3 ^ UgUSt 1985 si 9 ned between the Paradip 

Port Trust (PPT) and Paradip Phosphate Limited (PPL) the PPL is allowed J. 

3 Perth < FB - 1 > a * pp T subject to the rmes specffie" fn 
^ 1 °f, the s * ld agreement specifies that the rates specified initially can be 

suitably enhanced at such intervals as it would be mutually agreed upon bv the 

r P easo e ns for *Z "T AbSe " ce ° f mu,ual & one of Z p lty 

f ? r , the controver sy traversing through arbitrators and various 
litigations before reaching this Authority for fixing the rates in1 
directions issued by the Hon'ble High Court of Orissa. 

Generally, this Authority prescribes ceiling rates in the scale of rates nf a nnri 

SSL^r, ' eViable ,0r Pr ° ViSi0n of differe "' ^enr'oes and us® of tanous 
facilities of that port. This Authority ordinarily does not take unan»LS 

case arising from bilateral agreements for fixing separate rates untix 




fMRPi \ in hnih , k n ^ bangalore Refinery Petrochemicals limited 

the initial tariff was ho » 

terminals ZXT"* ^ 

erminais thereat. Even prior to announcement of the tariff guidelines of 200'S 
the same cost plus approach was followed for determining the port tariff in1. 
absence of any specific methodology agreed upon betaeen the nam« h» 
general cost plus method followed needs to be adonted in thie P 

PpTto formula) h f S 3 ' ° ne P ' aCe d ' sputecl ,he cost Plus approach foNowed^by 
PPT to formulate its proposal, it has agreed that the PPT ,<■enfitied „ y 

:s,s;.r —«-• ~ »»• .sirr rix 


(iv). 


Viewed from this perspective, the initial proposal of PPT to set the rates for 
agreed to The ^ ^ W ' ,h ,he rP ' es prescribed e 

~ ZZtTJZLt J* £SST 

method buTdecided amende parties by comrec? We ST?* 't ,iXmp 
other party who is no, only a stranger to th'e corS onF^CO but ^o'entered 6 
separate contract with PPT to be bound by the former contract 

It may be significant here to point out that the tariff guidelines of ?nns hm-.ru 
prescribe the principles and approaches to tariff 2Cdotfgo Tot 
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micro level of cost analysis by dictating the method to be followed to determine 
the relevant cost items and the basis of allocation of cost to different activities 
Allocation of cost between various activities of different port trusts has evolved 
over a period of time and more or less the same approach is followed at all the 
major ports while fixing their scale of rates. 


As mentioned earlier, a specific tariff setting arrangement is prescribed in the 
respective agreements signed by the NMPT with KIOCL and MRPL. 
Comparing the instant case with the MRPL does not appear to be relevant 
because of the special funding arrangement in that case and the consequent 
operation of a specific escrow account which do not arise in the case of PPL. 
This case may be somewhat simitar to the arrangement that exists between 
NMPT and KIOCL for handling iron ore and iron ore pallets. The methodology 
prescribed in that case is also specific to the case and evolved in an Inter- 
Ministrial Meeting concluded in 1992 The terms of providing the facilities and 
services are, however, not comparable with those of PPL. Nevertheless, the 
principle to the extent found relevant to the case of PPL are borrowed for 
deciding the matter. 


(vi). One of the main issues which arises for consideration is whether tariff should 
be fixed relying upon the actual traffic or the designed capacity of the facilities. 
The PPT initially framed its proposal with reference to traffic which is restricted 
1.5 million tonne per annum. Subsequently, the proposal was revised to take 
into consideration the capacity. The tariff guidelines of 2005 require tariff to be 
fixed based on traffic. Fixing tariff based on capacity is undoubtedly a sound 
practice The recent tariff guidelines for PPP projects issued in 2008 adopt 
such a methodology. But, capacity based tariff fixation can be more objectively 
applied for fixing tariff for the future period. In the instant case, the tariff is to 
be set retrospectively from April 1999. If tariff is fixed based on capacity an 
actual traffic handled during this period is less than the capacity, then the cost 
allocated based on capacity calculation will remain under-recovered to the 
extent of the difference between the actual traffic and the capacity. Absence of 
Minimum Guaranteed Throughput (MGT) condition in the agreement is also an 
impediment in adopting a capacity based method. 

( V jj\ The PPT has requested this Authority to prescribe the Minimum Guaranteed 
Throughput in the instance case. As observed by PPL, the relevant agreement 
does not prescribe any MGT nor contains any enabling provision for 
introduction of such stipulation. In any case, it is not the mandate of this 
Authority to prescribe Minimum Guaranteed Throughput for different facilities o 
a port trust which is to be decided between both the parties as the part of 
licensing arrangement and if necessary, with the approval of the Government 
of India. 


(viii). 


The PPT has proposed revision in berth hire charges and wharfage for cargo 
handled by the PPL.at berth No FBI. The PPT has submitted that the entire 
cargo handling operation at the captive jetty is done by the PPL as per e 
agreement, hence there is no direct expense incurred by the port in this regard. 
The port therefore, proposes to recover only the indirect expense relating 
management and administration and finance expense and return on capital 
employed while arriving at the revised wharfage rate, Apart from that, loss 
from estate activity and expense on unutilised railway facility are also tac ^ r ^ a 
while arriving at the rate. The PPL in principle agrees that the PPT should be 
compensated for the indirect expense/ overheads for common assets and the 
facilities but has disputed some of the items reckoned by the PPT and ■ ab 
disagreed with the method of allocation followed by the PPT. 
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Citmg that the estate activity is an integral part of the port operations the PPT 

wrsr z ate= 
is not ~ - - - " 

r——«s r 

based* on market ££*"?■ ^ 

th^Guidel'b ' 5 aC A V ' ty W ° Uld deP ' Ct revenue deficit - ' f the rates are 9 fixed as per 

.. ■* « advised t0 Inft ' ate immediate appropriate action to make the estate 

es.a.e y acbvi. S yTo P Pp'us rJ&F* 0 * PPT a "° Cate part ° f ,he de " c " 

The expenditure of staff quarters should generally form part of the 
management and general overheads. From the proposal filed by the PPT it is 
not clear whether the expenditure of staff quarters is captured as nl n 
management and general expense or covered under the estate activity If the 

pe" e Ur ,he°n ftifn" ^ °' ,0 ™ Part 0f the -na^men^gene' a 

,^“rrr“ 

expense 6 aS ' S prescribed for other management and general 


(X). 


(xi). 


unutilised by" the aP pPL 0 s n tahng h tha e t X art S he S .TT ° n , raNway aC “ vi,y not 
compfeteij 6 resp^^e T'man^ 

unloading/loading onto ships, storage, handling and transportation of carooe s r 
in any manner, mechanically or manually. The PPT itself admits that pp? h 

S and f - C r ey0rS t0 “ -“han^ca^ 

10 tneir plant. Further, Railway activity by itself is one of the PrinciDal arr^ud 
n the expenses connected with the activity cannot be treated as an allnrahip 
overhead ,tem. Hence contention of the PPT requiring 

notional opportunity cost for services not availed by them is found to be 
unreasonable and deserves to be rejected. be 

RLen.^fi 3 ° f 3 P °* rt TrUSt are 9 enera,| y identified with one of the Principal 
Revenue earning activities. Besides, certain common assets exis /l^ke 

a 7^ Ve 0ffiC f' bu ' ,din 9' etc ) ** ^ich depreciation is charged unde/ he 
head Management and Administration expenses. ThesP il.c " , 

common^rT revenue earnin 9 activities should contribute towards 

mon assets created which are not directly earning revenue. Such common 
assets should be identified and the Written Down Value fwnvn nf m 

a ?“* <0 the principal acSs on "e S of g °Ios“ 

valup nf thp tS b ° rne d,rect, y by the principal activities to the total grass assets 
value of the port and return thereon should be allowed at the appHcable rates 

“ » ~ “ —*~ 


I 
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(xij). With the general principles elaborated above, the issue of allocation of cost is 

discussed below. 

(xiii). Handling charges: 

fa). The PPT has apportioned management and administration expenses 
and the admissible finance and the miscellaneous expenses to all the 
principal activities on the basis of the income and the 3 ^ cab l e 
expenses pertaining to the cargo handling activity is apportioned to he 
carqo activity by the PPL based on the number of berths. Though he 
overall approach followed by the PPT seems to be agreeable, the 
basis of allocation is not found to be scientific. The PPL has also 
objected to the method of allocation of the indirect expenses based on 
the number of berths. 

Form 5 of the format prescribed by this Authbrity for filing tariff 
proposals broadly prescribes the method of allocation of managemen 
and general overheads and the finance and miscellaneous expenses 
between principal activities which can be followed instead of the 
approach adopted by PPT. 

Management and administration expense and the FME so allocated to 
the cargo handling activity may be apportioned to t he pp L f ac || ity 
based on the ratio of the actual tonnage handled at the FBI to the tota 
volume of cargo handled by the port in each of the years. It is relevant 
to state here that in case of KIOCL and also in case of MRPl, the 
share of management expense is allocated based on he share of 
wharf length of the respective facility to the total wharf length of the 
port. But, such an allocation does not recognise the difference in the 
output of’different berths mainly due to type of cargo and handling 
methodology. Consequently, it burdens certain segment of cargo and 
tilts in favour of bulk commodities handled by mechanised means. In 
order to achieve equitable allocation of common costs and overhead, it 
is more appropriate to adopt tonnage ratio. 

(b) The capital employed for common assets outside harbour area are 
considered for the purpose of computing return while determining the 
handling rate The PPT has not considered working capital in 
computation of capital employed probably because no working capita 
is involved as the entire operations at the captive berth is carried out 

by PPL. 

The PPT is entitled to claim return on written down value on common 
assets allocable to this activity. While doing so, the PPT should no 
include any other assets which are directly relevant to some other 
revenue earning activities. For reasons explained earlier, the estate 
related assets and railway related assets which are not relevant to the 
PPL activity should not be considered. Also, return is not admissible 
on work-in-progress as per Clause 2.9.3. of the tariff guidelines. 

(c) Citing that the capital employed cannot be identified b erth-wise the 
PPT has allocated the capital employed for common purposes to be 
no.FBI based on number of berths. 

The method of allocation of common asset value (written down) based 
on number of berth is not appropriate as stated earlier WDV 
common assets allocated to the cargo handling activity is to be 
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allocated to the FBI based on the ratio of tonnage as suggested for 
recovery of management and administration expense. 


(d). The Port has considered return on capital employed at uniform rate of 
18%. The PPL has stated that the return should be computed at 12% 
to 18%. The Authority has allowed ROCE at different percentage in 
each of the years since 1998-99 while determining the tariff of Major 
Port Trusts. The ROCE is, therefore, to be computed at the 
percentages indicated for each of the years in the table given in the 
subsequent analysis. 

(xiv). Berth Hire : 

(a). PPL has argued that the loan of Rs. 15.60 crores taken by PPT from 
Government of India towards construction of the FB-1 has since been 
repaid in full by the port. Since PPL has been paying Rs.30 lakhs per 
month towards fixed berth hire charges to PPT as per the Agreement, 
PPL is of the view that the entire capital cost of the berth (Rs.24.03 
crores as on 31 March 1986) alongwith interest would have been 
recovered from PPL by 31 March 1997 and hence there is no 
justification in PPT recovering the berth hire charges from PPL any 
more. As for allowing return on capital employed, the sources of funds 
are not relevant and the yearly fixed berth hire charges paid by PPL to 
PPT can in no way be considered as a reimbursement of any loan, the 
contention of PPL that no fixed berth hire charges should be levied’any 
more deserves out right rejection. Return is to be allowed at the 
applicable rate on the written down value of the facility as per the 
books of PPT. 


(b) . For the purpose of determining fixed berth hire charge, the PPT has 

included the cost of maintenance dredging. The PPL has stated that 
since the dredging cost forms part of navigation cost and is collected 
from the ships separately in form of the port dues and pilotage it 
should not be considered for determining the berth hire charge. 

The cost of channel dredging is recovered by way of port dues and 
pilotage whereas the dredging along side the berth is allocable to the 
berth hire as per the instructions given in the format prescribed by this 
Authority. T 0 the extent of expenditure incurred for dredging alongside 
the berth No.FBI, PPT deserves to be compensated for the same. 
The dredging cost should be allocated between the berths based on 
the quantum of silt dredged at each of the berths as per the format 
prescribed. 

(c) . The capital employed includes value of capital dredging also. In view 

of the explanation given in case of the maintenance dredging, the 
capital employed should include only the WDV value of capital 
dredging done alongside FBI. 

(d) . Whilst the port has proposed to allocate the Management and 

Administration Expenses and the Finance and Miscellaneous Expense 
of the cargo handling activity to determine the rate for handling cargo 
at FBI, it has not allocated indirect expenses for working out the berth 
hire charge of FBI. The allocable management and the administration 
expense and the admissible FME expense pertaining to vessel related 
activity should be apportioned to the general berthing activity. The 
share of overheads of the berthing activity should be allocated to FBI 
on the basis of GRT of vessels handled at FBI to the total GRT 
handled in the port in a year. The same approach should be adopted 
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in respect of allocation of return on common assets pertaining to 
Vessel Related activity to the sub-activity of berthing and then to the 

FBI. 

(e). Normally, berth hire is recovered on per GRT per hour bas^ The 
agreement specifies the rate on a monthly basis. Hence, fixed bert 
hire is allowed to be prescribed. 

m The PPT has proposed tariff w.e.f 1 April 1999 for individual cycles 
relying upon the position obtained for the first year of the respective 
tariff cycle. The tariff guidelines of 2005 stipulate three years tariff 
cvcle and for the period prior to the 2005 guidelines two years tariff 
cycle was followed by this Authority. The final tariff is determined 
based on the average position of each of the years in tariff cycle_ The 
approach adopted by PPT to consider only the first year of each tanff 
cycle is not in line with the general approach followed. 

The instant case is to determine the tariff for the past period from April 
1999 onwards based on the actuals. Determining the rate for the b ock 
of the tariff cycle based on the average position obtained for the block 
of three years may not serve any useful purpose. That being so, and 
also to make the entire process simple and easier for verification o 
figures with the books of accounts, the PPT is advised to propose 
year-wise rate for the past period with necessary calculations and 
suDoortina documents. 
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(XV). 


The discussion above is summarised in the table below f-> 
adoption by the PPT for reformulation its proposal for fixation of 
annual rates for operations by PPL at FBI w.e.f. 1 April 199.. 


A. Computation of Berth Hire 

— ... 

Sr. 

No. 

Particulars 

Basis of allocation, if any/ Explanat jp , 
note __: 

to- 

Depreciation on Capital cost 
of berth no.FBI and capital 
cost of dredging along side 
berth no FBI. . 

Rate of depreciation adopted by tne port 
in the books of accounts 

j 

oi). 

Maintenance Dredging cost 
(along side the berth if 
incurred for berth FBI) 

On the quantum of silt dredged. 

(iii). 

Management and 

Administration Expense on 
common expenses 

(a).The actuals reported in Annual 
Accounts to the vessel related activity to 
be apportioned following the basis 
prescribed in Form 5 of the format 
prescribed by this Authority for filing the 
tariff revision proposal. 



(b). Allocable management and the 
administration expense pertaining to 
vessel related activity should be 
apportioned to the general berthing 
activity following the method prescribed in 
Form 5. 



Apportion the share of management and 
administration expenses so apportioned 
to general berthing activity to berth No 
FBI in the GRT Ratio 
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(iv).' 

Allocation of Finance 

Expense (excluding interesi 
on loan, one time expenses 
VRS compensation, etc. 
allocated to the berth hire) 

J As prescribed for management and 
t administration expense at (iii) above. 


(V). 

capital employed 

— r. - -—--— 





l a T Berth cost of FBI and the 
capital dredging cost along 
side berth FBI 

Written Down Value (WDV) of Berth 
Cost of Berth ho FBI plus the capital 
dredging cost along side berth no FBI at 
the end of each financial year 



ID), common assets 


(a) Apportion the WDV of common assets 
of the port to the vessel related activity on 
the ratio of gross value of asset under the 
vessel activity to the total gross value of 
assets of the port. 

(b) . The WDV of common assets so 
apportioned to the vessel related activity 
to be apportioned to general berthing 
activity in the ratio of gross asset value of 
berthing activity to the gross value of the 
vessel related activity. The WDV of 
common assets apportioned to general 
berthing activity is to be apportioned to 
berth FB 1 on the GRT ratio 



iotai iNet fixed Assets [vfa) + 
(b)] 



(VI). 

Return on Capital Employed 
at the applicable rate i,e. 




1999-2000 

20 % 

j 




2000-01 

19.5% 





2001-02 

19.5% 





2002-03 

18.5% 





2003-04 

18.5% 





2004-05 

17.5% 





2005-06 

15% 





2006-07 

15% 





2007-08 

16% 





2008-09 

16% 



- 


*2009-10 

16% 



_ 

(VII). 

Total Cost 
(i+ii+iii+iv+vi) 

Plus Return 


_ 

(viii). ] 

i 

_Lj 

proposed fixed berth hire 
charge (Rs. per month ) 

[Sr no.vii/12] 



( )GRT ratio - Actual GRT of the vessels handled at berth No FBI 
Total actual GRT of vessels handled by port 


i > 
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B Computation of Handling Charge: 


Sr. 

No 

Particulars of item 

Basis of allocation, if any/ 
Explanatory note 

A. 

Traffic handled at the port (in laKns 
tonnes) - 

Actuals 

B. 

Traffic handled at FBI (in lakh 
tonnes) 

Actuals 

C. 

Share of indirect Expenses 
allocated to cargo handling and 
storage activities to be allocated to 
the FBI 


0) 

Management and general 

Expenses 

(a).Apportion the actuals reported 
in Annual Accounts to the cargo 
handling activity following the 
basis prescribed in Form 5 of the 
format prescribed by this 
Authority for filing the tariff 
revision proposal. 



(b). Share of management and 
administration expenses so 

apportioned to cargo handling 
activity to be apportioned to berth 

No. FBI in the Tonnage Ratio 

r) 

(») 

Finance and Miscellaneous 

Expense (excluding interest on 
loan, one time expenses, VRS 
compensation, etc.) 

As prescribed for management 
and administration expense at C 
(i) above. 

(iii)- 

Return on Capital Employed 



(a). Written down value on common 
assets 

(a). Apportion WDV of common 
assets of the port to the cargo 
handling activity in the ratio of 
gross value of direct assets of the 
cargo handling activity to gross 
asset value of the port. 



(b). WDV of common assets so 
apportioned to the cargo handling 
activity to be apportioned to FBI 
activity on the Tonnage Ratio 


(b). Return on Capital Employed (at 
% of return qiven in the first table) 


(iv). 

Total Cost Plus Return [i+ii+iii(b)] 

__ 

(v). 

Proposed wharfage rate Rs. pe 
Tonne 

[Sr. no.iv / B] 
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(**)Tonnage ratio - Actual Traffic handled in lakh tonnes at berth No FBI 
Total actual traffic handled by port in lakh tonnes 

(xvi). The PPT may file the proposal for fixation of berth hire charge and wharfage 
charge annually for the period from 1 April 1999 til! the financial year 2009-10 
based on actuai audited figure??., 


In the case of the KIOCL as well as MRPL the rates are approved bv th's 
Authority annually based on the actuals furnished by the port The e-ai 
wharfage rate approved by this Authority is applied for the Immediate 
succeeding year on ad hoc basis till the final rates are prescribed for that year 
based on the proposal filed by the port on actuals. Consequent to the fixation 
of final rate, adjustment is done to the extent of short / excess recovery 
between the port and the concerned parties. In the instant case also "hp ^rce 
approach as explained hereunder can be followed: 


(a). The annua! final rate proscribed for the immediate previous year i.»>. 
2009-10 will act as the ad-hoc rate for the succeeding year i.r 2010- i I 
till the actuals for the year 2010-11 are finalised. 


(b). The PP1 should file the proposal annually for fixation of rates at the 
end of financial year based on the actual figures pertaining to the PPI 
activity and following the guidelines prescribed above. 


(c). The billing done at the ad-hoc rate should to be adjusted based on the 
final rate fixed by this Authority annually and short recovery or refund 
to be settled between the parties. 


^ U1 ln v,ew of th * analysis made above, the PPT need to rework the expenses 

n l°n Cab Vh t ?K ^ddt N °u FB1 following thR methodology given above. That being so, the rates 

Thp P p S pT by H 6 P h T m ri he CUrrent proposa[ for * he car 90 handled by PPL cannot be approved 
The PPT is advised to file expeditiously its proposal for fixation of fixed berth hire charge and 
wharfage charge for handling cargo at berth operated by PPL from the years 1 999-2000 
onwards to 2009-10 based on the actuals and following /he methodology explained ab “ 

Before forwarding its proposal to this Authority. PPT is advised to allow 15 days time to the PPI 

to verify the figures. 1 


RANI JADHAV, Chairperson 
[ADVT. II1/4/143/10-Exiy i 
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